~ 


"June 19, 1920 . THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.! 579 











Legal 


General 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


LIMITED, 
10, Fleet St., London, E.C... 


Assets 


£13,000,000. 


Established 
1836. 





Write for particulars of— 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT POLICIES 


An immediate’ reduction of 
10 % in the 


LIFE POLICYHOLDERS in the 


LEGAL & GENERAL. 


premium to 





The Society transacts 
LIFE 
FIRE 
ACCIDENT 


BURGLARY 

FIDELITY GUARANTEE 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
PUBLIC LIABILITY & 
MOTOR INSURANCES 














The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1887.) 
LONDON, JUNE 19, 1920. 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 
£2 12s.; by Post, £2 14s.; Foreign, £2 16s, 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION, 





s 


.*, The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be k€pt of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS 

CURRENT Topics .. 579 | LAW StUupENTS’ JOURNAL .... 
RECENT DEVE! LEGAL News eooemevce 

Union LaW .....- 0 ae 582 | COURT PAPERS.;.......... 
REVIEWS - 583 | WINDING-UP Notices an sacs 
New Onpers, & . 687 | CRepITORS NOTICNS ......... 
SOCIETIES ..... as BankrorTcy Norices. ne 
THE Usk or THE WORDS “CHARTERE! PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES 

ACCOUNTANT ao as eotce oe 


5388 


oY 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Battie- Wrightson, Re Cecil v. Battie-Wrightson 
and Others ie B85 
Harrop v. Harrop : : - 586 
Hill and Others v. Kirshenstein and Others . 684 
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Rex v. Newcastle-upon-lTyne Local Profiteering Com- 
mittee. Provincial Cinematograph Theatres (Lim.), 


Ex parte : 
Ware and De Freville (Lim.) v. Motor Trades’ Asso 


ciation and Others 
Wolstenholme v. Amalgamated Musicians’ Union. 


Same vy. Ariss 


Current Topics. 
The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 

From A notice which we print elsewhere it will be seen that 
the Provincial Meetings of the Law Society are to be resumed, 
and that the meeting this year will be at Liverpool on 5th and 
which had been 
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6th October The meeting at Hereford, 
arranged for September, 1914, had to be cancelled, and since 
then this very useful means of expressing the view 


upon current matters of legal interest, and putting forward 


of lawyers 


suggestions for changes in the law, has been in abeyance. The 
e pecially at the pre sent time 
there should be no 


world, as STEVENSON said, is 
‘so full of a number of things’’ that 
difficulty in making the meeting interesting, and we think we 
know Lancashire well enough to say that members of the Law 
Society may be sure of a very hospitable reception 
The International Court of Justice. 

THE POINT in connection with the League of Nations which 
most appeals to lawyers in contained in Art XIV. of the 


Covenant which provides that ‘the Council shall formulate 


and submit to the Members of the League for adoption plans 
for the establishment of a Permanent Court of International 
Justice.’’ This Court is to be competent to hear and deter 
mine any dispute of an international character which the 
ubmit to it: and may also give an 


parties thereto ma 
question referred 


upon any dispute or 
Council ot bs the Assembly The 
Court of Justice as an essential part 
n of tl Le igue ol Nation is of course 

Freperick PoLiocKk 
The International Civil 


importance of a 
of the constituti 
recognized There can,’’ said Sir 
a year ago (L. Q. R., April, 1919, 
Court ’’). be no settled justice wv thout judgment and no judg- 
ment without a tribunal ’’: and ‘‘ the League will not be com- 
plete until it has a proper judicial instrument as well as de- 
The main problems in con- 
1 court are its constitution 

The International Com- 


liberative and executive bodies.’’ 
nection with the establishment of 
and the law which it is to adminster 
mission which has been set up to formulate plans for the Court, 
and which is now sitting at the Hague, will certainly have to 
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deal with the first problem, but probably the second will be 
left for the Court itself to settle. The German scheme for a 
League of Nations (printed in Sir Frepertck Pot.ock’s 
‘* League of Nations’’ from The Vew Kurope of 15th, 22nd 





May, 1919) provides that the International Tribunal 
shall be elected by the Congres of States for nine 
years; each State to nominate one and not more 


fifteen 
fifteen 


than four and each State to nominate 
persons out of the whole list ef 
persons receiving the highest number of votes to be elected 
No doubt many other ubmitted for the con- 
sideration of the Commission, but we do not find that Germany 
omission considering the 
part which that country has taken in le With 
the adhesion of the United States to the Covenant still remain 


additionally uinportant that no distinction as 


per son 
nominees the 


schemes will be 
| 
singular 


is represented upon it a 
gal development 


ing doubtful, it 
regards the League should be made between the countries lately 


belligerent 
Additional Judges of the King’s Bench Division. 
Motions For the appointment of two additional judges in 
the King’s Bench Division were carried in both Houses of Par- 
liament on Wednesday, and this will bring back the Division 
to its pre-war stre1 th The demand for more judges became 
insistent in 1909, and a both Houses was 
appointed to inquire into the matter In December of that 
unanimously reported that there was a 


committee ot 


year the Committe 


serious congestion of business, and that it could not be satis 
factorily dealt with by the appointment of commissioners 
They recommended the immediate addition of two judges to the 


Division, but the addition was not to be permanent until, after 
further experience, Parliament should so decide. On the estab 
lishment of the D on under the Judicature Acts the number 
of judges was 15, and an additional judge was appointed in 
1907 under section 18 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876 
But that Act only allowed an increase of two High Court 


judges, and the Chancery Division had had its additional judge 


in 1899 The report of the Joint Committee led to the passing 
of the Judicature Act, 1910, which authorized the appointment 
of two addtional judges of the King’s Bench Division ; but the 


temporary nature of the 
that whenever, after Ist August, 1911. the whole number of 
King’s Bench Division judges was fifteen or upwards, a vacancy 
had been presented from 


vidition was secured by the proviso 


was not to be filled unless an addre 
both Houses of Pa 
ness in the Division required the vacancy to be filled 
the Act of 1910 two additional judges were appointed. The 
present number is sixteen, so that the proposed addition will 
igain to the judicial strength of 1910 


ament representing that the state of busi 
Under 


bring the Division uy 


The Extra-jud'cial Employment of Judges 


DURING THE war, as is well known, there was a creat falling 
off of business, notably in the King’s Bench Division, and the 
reduction of the number of judges t« ixteen did not cause 
special notice But busin has now got back to its normal 


volume The total number of causes last Michaelmas was 
1,049; at Michaelmas, 1910. it was a little larger——1.120 In 
the succeeding years up to Michaelmas, 1914, the lists were 
tending to diminish, no doubt because the additional judges 
prevented the accumulation of arrears jut in the meantime 
there has been a great increase in the work of the P., D. and A 
Division, the increase being almost entirely in divorce And 
in addition the special circumstances of the times make it diffi 
cult, as the Lord Chancellor pointed out in the House of Lords 
on Wednesday, to re 
side the courts In general it is very 
out of their proper sphere ; but the judicial mind is one of the 
of the community, and if it is required for the. 


the demand for judicial assistance out 
undesirable to take judges 


great asset 
settlement of current difficulties it 
The demand is a testimony to the success 
connection with the present proposal 
we may call attention to the Recommendations of the Roval 
Commission on Delay in the King’s Bench Division of 1913: 
a summary will be found in 58 Sortcrrors’ Journat at p. 159. 


not for lawyers to object 
with which judicial 


work is carried on In 


my 
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reduced to two months, from Ist August to Ist October, but 
this has not yet been adopted, though the Lord Chancellor 
said he did not exclude from consideration a modification of 
this nature. In fact it has been repeatedly urged by the Law 
Society. It was at this Commission that Lord ALVERsTONE 
said: ‘‘ We have been for ten years—all my time—working this 
Division with too few judges.’’ 








American Presidents and the American ’ 
Constitution 

THE RECENT holding of a convention by the Republican party 
of America for the selection of their Presidential Candidate 
reminds us that not the British Constitution alone has its 
conventions and legal fictions. One of the most celebrated of 
all constitutional fictions is that by which the method of choos 
ing the U.S. President, reserved by Hamitton in that famous 
document, the Constitution of the United States, for an 
oligarchy called an Electoral College, passed into the hands 
of the people at large. HamiLton was an advocate of 
Monarchy, who wished the United States to choose a non 
elective monarch. But this he dared not advocate openly 
So he compromised by consenting to a scheme which he hoped 
would place the President on a pinnacle outside popular in 
The scheme was devised by Bensamtn Frankuin, and 
was modelled, it is said, on that of the Papal College of Car 
dinals, who elect the Pope. There was to be a college of 
electors, composed of members chosen not by the electorate, 
but by the Legislature of each state. Each elector was to be 
free to vote for anyone he pleased ; he was forbidden to be a 
delegate of his state Legislature ; no promise he might give was 
to be binding. The President must have a majority of the elec- 
toral college votes ; if no one had this majority, then Congress 
was to select the President from the five names which received 
most votes. But alas for the ‘“‘ best laid schemes of mice and 
men ’’' The political parties combined to force their repre- 
sentatives on the Legislatures to pledge themselves in favour 
of the candidate popularly selected by a vote of all the mem- 
ers of the party In a country where no one hesitates to tar 
and feather an unpopular politician, no member of the elec- 
toral college has ever dared to vote otherwise than in accord- 
ance with his pledge. The result is that the electors in fact 
merely give votes in each state for the nominee whose party 
has secured a majority of the popular vote in that state 


fluence 


‘ 
] 


The Fifteenth Amendment. 

ANOTHER INSTRUCTIVE example of a constitutional enactment 
which has ‘* gone astray’’ is the famous Fifteenth Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution. After the great Civil War, 
the North found that the South were in fact passing laws 
which in substance re-enslaved the enfranchised blacks under 
other’/names. Various devices were passed to prevent this. 
Finally the Fifteenth Amendment to the Constitution declared 
in plain terms that the rights of citizens should not be ‘‘ denied 
on account of race, &c.’” The ‘‘ Four- 
had already provided that ‘‘ No state 
shall make any law which shall abridge the privi 
leges or amenities of citizens of the United States.’’ But the 
South found ways of getting out of these provisons. 
They had, however, a most unexpected result, for the 
Supreme Court solemnly decided that the ‘‘ citizens *’ referred 
to were intended to include “‘ corporations,’’ and, therefore, 
that all special legislation restricting corporations was invalid. 


or abridged 
teenth Amendment 


soon 


Tenure of Judicial Office Overseas. 

THe CURRENT number of the Journal of Comparative Legis- 
lution, in the Review of Legislation for 1918, draws attention 
(p. 44) to a New South Wales statute—Judges Retirement 
Act, 1918—by which Supreme Court judges are compelled to 
retire on reaching the age of seventy. A New Zealand statute 
the Supreme Court Judges Act, 1903—seems to have been 
the original from which this New South Wales Act was taken. 
Under the New Zealand enactment (now section 13 of the 
Judicature Act, 1908) judges appointed after 4th September, 
1903, must retire at the age of seventy-two. This plan of 
compulsory retirement at seventy or seventy-two is, of course, 





They included the proposal that the Long Vacation should be 


an alteration of the tenure on which judicial office is usually 
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held oversea, where for the most part provisions analogous to 
those in the Act of Settlement form part of the constitution, 
and judges usually hold office for life. The right to legislate 
in derogation of this life tenure was recently challenged in the 
case of Queensland, and the High Court of Australia held that 
the Queensland Legislature could not validly enact that judges 
should be appointed for seven years only unless the necessary 
amendment was first made in the Constitution: see WeCawley 
v. Rea (1918, 26C. L. R. 9). This decision was reversed by 
the Privy Council in March last (Jimes, 9th March, 1920), 
and it was held that oversea dominions with responsible 
government have full powers to create judicial offices as they 
see fit This was one of the purposes for which the Colonial 
Laws Validity Act, 1865, was enacted by the Parliament of 
the United Kingdom 


Gifts Void for Remoteness. 

In our issue of 12th June (ante, p. 567), under the heading 
‘“ Further: Suggestions for the Amendment of the Law of 
Property,’’ a proposal is made by Mr. W. Wuitworrtu to 
validate certain gifts which at present, by purporting to vest 
in the donee at a period more than twenty-one years after a 
lifein being, are invalid. As no reference is made to any such 
proposal ever having received legislative sanction anywhere, 
Mr. WHITWORTH was probably not aware that a reform of this 
kind has already been effected in Australia. It was effected 
in Victoria in the year 1918. The following is the text of 
section 11 of the Real Property Act, 1918, of Victoria 
(No. 2962) :— 

1) Where in a swill the absolute vesting either of capital or 
income of property, or the ascertainment of a beneficiary or class 
of beneficiaries, is made to depend on the attainment by the bene 
ficiary or members of the class of an age exceeding twenty-one 
years, and thereby the gift to that beneficiary or class or any 
member thereof, or any gift over, remainder, executory limita 


tion, or trust arising on the whole or partial failure of the original 
* gift, is, or but for this section would be. rendered void for re 
moteness, the will shall take effect for the r urpeses of such gift 
gift over, remainder, executory limitation, or trust as if the abso 
lute vesting or ascertainment aforesaid had (without prejudice to 


any provision for earlier vesting or ascertainment) been made to 
depend on the beneficiary or member of the class attaining the ag 
of twenty one years, and that age shall be substituted for the 
age stated in the will 
‘(2) This section applies to any testamentary appointment 
(whether made in exercise of a general or special power), devise, or 
bequest contained in the will of a person dying after the com 
mencement of this Act, whether the will is made before or after 
such commencement 
(3) This section applies notwithstanding that the absolute 
vesting or ascertainment is also made to depend on the marriage 
of any person, or on any other event, which may occur before the 
age stated in the will is attained 
In New South Wales a similar reform was effected in the 
year 1919, and section 36 of the Conveyancing Act, 1919, of 
New South Wales (No. 6 of 1919) is nearly a transcript of the 
Victorian enactment, ‘‘instrument’’ being substituted for 
‘ will,’’ and some slight changes in language being made 


Oversea Statutes. 


QvuEsTions oF the local law in any of the oversea dominion 
are, both in theory and practice, treated by English courts 
law, and required to be proved by the evidence 


as “‘ foreign 
of experts 


that an expert witness is usually preduced to etate the term 


So far is this rather strange procedure carried 


of and interpretation placed upon an oversea statute. T 


this there are occasionally <ceptions made, and the oversea 


statute | in one cr two reported cases been examined by 
the Court itself when there hus arisen some question as to its 
proper construction This exceptional course is perhaps 


destined to become the normal course. Quite recently, once 
in the Court of Appeal and once in the Admiralty Division, 
before a divisional court, oversea statutes have been examined 
and interpreted by the Court in the same way that an Eng 
lish statute of the United Kingdom would be examined and 
interpreted The first of these cases is Varkirald v. Attorney 
General (1920, 1 Ch. 348). The question there was whether 








a person of German birth who had become naturalized in 
Australia had thereby acquired the status of a British sub- 
ject in the United Kingdom Among the statutes examined 
was the Naturalization Act, 1903, of the Commonwealth of 


Australia. and it was necessary to decide what rights were con 
ferred by that Act on a person naturalized in Australia. The 

true construction and effect ff the Act were arrived at 
| the Court of Appeal putting its own interpretetion on 1b, 


1 it was held that the privileges « nierred were only con 


rred in Australia and not elsewhere 


Construction of a Canadian Statute 

THE OTHER case of the two above referred to is The 
Chelston (Times, 2nd inst.), an Admiralty case of appeal 
from the finding of a Court of Formal Investigation held at 
Montreal, by which the certificate of the master of the 
British steamship Chelston had been suspended. On one 
aspect of the case we have already commented (anfe, p. 543) 
The hay had been t in the St. Lawrence, and the court of 


first instance at Montreal had held the master to blame 


civen him to defend himself The loss having 


But no charge had bee pret ‘rred against the master, and 
no opp rtunitvy 
taken place in Canadian waters, and the inquiry having been 
held at Montreal, the Canada Ship] ing Act (R. S., 1906, 


113) applied By section 801 (3). as amended by an Act 


of 1908, a certificate shall not be cancelled o1 suspended 
under this section unless the holder of the certificate has had 
an opportunity of making a defence.”’ It was necessary to 
consider how far the Canadian legislation was valid with 
regard to the certificates of British seamen The statutes 


themselves were considered and interpreted by the Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Divisional Court, and it was held that 
these statutes in no ywway diminished the safeguards to a 


master afforded by British legislation, but, on the contrary, 


Canadian legislation amply prot “ted the interests of a 
British shipmaster The appeal was therefore allowed, as 
(contrary to the provisions of the Canadian statute) the 
master had had no opportunity of making a defence to the 


charge against him 


The Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

WE PRINT elsewhere an Order in Council revoking Regula 
tion 37p of the Defence of the Realm Regulation Under 
this regulation a person was not, unless specially authorized 
for the time being by the Admiralty or Board of Trade, to act 
as master of a British merchant ship unless he was a natural 
born British subject and the son of British subject This 
is not of very wide interest, but it may be useful to note that 
the Regulations, save as pecifically revoked, are still in force, 
and will remain so until that continually receding date——“‘ the 
termination of the present war Which have been revoked 
may not be easy to ascertain We are not aware of any reprint 
of the Regulations since that of May, 1919. The War Emer 
gency Laws (Continuance) Act, 1920, which continues certain 
of them until 3lst August next, only becomes effective on the 
termination of the war, and will be effective if at all—for 
a very short time 


In the Court of Appeal, on the 3rd ins says the 711 luring the 
earing of a workmen's compensation appeal from e ck ion ol a 
county irt judge tting as arbitrator under the Workmen's Com 
pensation Act. 1906. it was stated that the matte had been referred 
to the inty court judge to ascertain his finding of facta at the hearing 
of the arbitration. The Master of the Rolls said that he agreed with 
the remarks of Lord Atkinson in Aimgq \ Port A lon Authonty 
35 1 L. R. 622) that it was to be desired that the Court should 
have the benefit of the actual findings of fact by the county court 
judge The Court had no wish to increase the burden laid upon county 
ourt judges sho were ften in a difficult and ard is position, but 
it seemed a ema matter und one wh \\ ild not ta ipiyery teuch 
time, for the judge t nake a note of each findir Hle might simply 
aay, “I find settir wut. the fact lfap tof law were decided 
a note should also be made of the finding of law I ng judgment 
in the case, Lord Justice Warrington desired to associate himeelf wita 


these remarks. 
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Recent Developments of Trade 
Union Law 


I] ILLEGAL COERCION, 
In our first article we said that for a long time past our courts 
have tended to recognize a somewhat indefinite tort which is 
variously described as “‘ illegal coercion and as unlawful 
interference with a man in the exercise of his calling’ 
Tarleton v VacUlawley (1794, Peake, N. P. C 270). In the 
case Just quoted a ship trading off the coast of Africa was 


- 


annoyed at the disturbance of a practical monoply it had for 
some time enjoyed, owing to the arrival of competing traders 
on the scene Its master decided to frighten the natives into 
leaving off all intercourse with rival traders. He accordingly 
fired a cannon at the native trading canoes when on their way 
to trade with a rival ship. The natives ceased the trade thus 
threatened The rival ship sued the defendants in tort for 
’ 1.€., interference with their right to 
exercise the calling of a trader. The defence was that such 
interference was a form of legitimate business competition. 
But this view the Court refused to take, finding in favour of 
the plaintiffs. 

Now Tarleton v. Mactlawley (supra) illustrates in an excep- 


‘ trespass in the case,’ 


tionally clear way the principle on which we believe the true 
view of the law here to be founded Prima facie, any man 
enjoying the protection of the King’s neither an 
outlaw nor an slien enemy ’’) is entitled to three funda- 
mental rights 

(1) The undisturbed possession of his property, his person 
and his legal privi/evia (¢.g., the right to vote and exercise 
other public rights) 

(2) The undisturbed enjoyment of his property or the exer- 
(¢.g., @ right to use the King’s 


Pace i.# 
I 


cise of a ‘‘ common right 
highway) 
(3) the undisturbed enjoyment of his family rights, of his 


right to contract, and of the right to carry on a lawful calling 


in a customary way (see Pollock on Torts, 9th edition, 
chapters 6-11) 
The interference with any one of these three classes of 


breach of the King’s peace,”’ and 
But only the infringement of a 


rights is essentially a 
therefore a 
property right, an assault on the person (including the 
restraint of a man’s liberty), or the denial of his right to exer- 
cise a public franchise, were treated by the early medieval law 


trespass.”’ 


as ‘‘ trespass.’’ The second and third class of wrongs 
gradually came to be recognized as analogous, as in consimili 
‘trespass on the case,’’ commonly 
was issued to the plaintiff 
The distinction was 


easu, and the writ for 
known as an action in “ case,’’ 
who alleged one or other of these wrongs 
marked, too, in another way. The action of ‘‘ trespass ’’ arose 
whenever any infringement of legal right occurred, whether 
or not there was damage done and whether or not there was 
malice, /.¢., an intent to injure. But the action of ‘‘ trespass 
was more limited It became necessary to shew 
This is essentially 


on the case’ 
not only ‘‘ injuria,’’ but also 
so in the great class of actions on the case known as 
disturbance of anyone in the enjoyment of 


‘ damnum 


** nuisance,’’ @.¢ 
his property or in the exercise of a public or common incor 
But in the class of torts so classed together as 


porea] right 
nothing further need be proved. It was not 


* nuisance 


necessary to shew any “‘ intent to infringe’’ the plaintiff’s 
rights. Mere actual infringement plus damage feasant was 
sufficient. 


Gradually, however, the conception of “‘ case ”’ extended to 
other classes of wrongs still more indefinite than ‘‘ nuisance.’’ 
This third category we have set out above as including “‘ inter- 
ference ’’ with family rights, interference with contracts, and 
obstruction of a man’s right to carry on a lawful trade. Here 
a difficulty arose. The first tendency of the Court was to 
apply even here the rule that injuria plus damnum is 
sufficient to found an action, even in the absence of malice, 





express or implied, or constructive. But against this there 
grew up a different view, which tended to hold that, in the 
class of indefinite wrongs just described, it is necessary to prove 


ce , ‘ , 


malitia *’ as well as ‘‘ injuria’’ and damnum.”’ Nearly all 
the confusion in the cases has arisen from this problem: the 
question how far in ‘‘ case,’’ as distinct from trespass and the 
older variety of ‘‘ case ’’ (nuisance), it is necessary to prove any 
kind of ‘‘ malitia.’’ ‘ 

As a matter of fact, this problem is still unsolved in all the 
chief varieties of ‘‘ case ’’ enumerated by us. Take, first of all, 
the interference with ‘‘ family rights.’’ This may take one of 
three forms, either (a) the seduction of a wife’s chastity, or (b) 
the seduction of a daughter’s or servant’s chastity, or (3) the 
harbouring of an eloped wife or child. All these are clearly 
still actionable, but the extent to which the element of malice 
enters in is still a matter of dispute. Only the other day Mr. 
Justice McCarpre considered in a very learned judgment 
(Butterworth v Butterworth, 36 T. L. R. 265; 1920, 
W. N. 96) the question whether the paramour of an adulterous 
wife, when ignorant of her marital status, is guilty of a tort 
actionable in damages. Of course, there is ‘‘ injuria’’ and 
there is ‘‘ damnum.’’ The only question is whether there is 
‘* malitia,’’ namely, a deliberate or wilful attack on the known 
family rights of another man. Mr. Justice McCarpre con- 
sidered the question of ‘‘ malice’’ irrelevant, and no proof 
of it necessary. But his judgment is somewhat vitiated by a 
curious tendency to construct a wholly artificial and antiquated 
view of the nature of ‘‘ trespass on the case.’’ His lordship 
treats this wrong as essentially an injury to a man’s property, 
and suggests that adultery is actionable in crim. con., because 
at common law the wife was treated as the husband’s chattel, 
and the seducer had injured the value of that chattel. This is 
highly artificial, and only tends to create false sentiment. It 
is very doubtful whether early law ever did regard women as 
‘* chattels,’ and certainly our common law never did so. The 
analogy of a “‘ trespass,’’ or ‘‘injury of property rights,’’ 
was one of the devices or legal fictions by which medieval law 
found a means of granting remedies for otherwise unclassified 
or unrecognized wrongs. But it was never more than a mere 
legal fiction. To treat it seriously as indicating the view that 
a man had a right of property in his wife or child is to mis- 
understand entirely the way in which our law has grown up, 
and to turn a mere “‘ fiction ’’ into a real relationship. 

Again, the question as to the actionability of ‘‘ contrac- 
tual ’’ rights has created the same judicial difficulties. In 
Lumley v. Gye (1853, 2 E. & B. 216), it was recognized that 
A has a quasi-property in his contracts with B, so that if C 
induces B to break the contract, A has two collateral and 
distinct remedies. He can sue B for breach of contract. He 
can sue C in tort, namely, in the form of ‘“‘ case’’ called 
‘inducement to break a contract.’’ So far the matter is 
simple, and the courts have had no difficulty in either assert- 
ing or maintaining the principle ot this action. 

But at once a difficulty arose. Supposing a person alleges 
that he is justified in inducing another to break a contract, 
e.g., a father advises his daughter not to marry a man she 
has promised to marry. The daughter is actionable for breach 
of contract, but is the father actionable in tort? There are 
cases on the point, but none which clearly decides it. And 
the difficulty is this. A person may sometimes stand in a 
‘ privileged "’ position—a position which imposes on him 
the duty. or confers on him the right of giving advice. Such 
advice may in fact be unintentionally tortious, ¢.g., a father 
may advise his daughter to break her promise to marry a man 
because he honestly but mistakenly believes the man to be 
suffering from venereal disease. The existence of such a 
disease would excuse performance of the contract, and, there- 
fore, justify the advice. The non-existence of the disease, 
however honest the belief in its existence on the part of a con- 
tracting party, is no excuse for breach of performance. Nor 
is it any excuse for inducement to break it given by a stranger. 
But a person in a privileged relationship may be in a different 
position ; it may be his duty to give the advice. In such case 
one is tempted to hold him protected by ‘* privilege if he 
acted hond fide, but to say that he forfeits this “ privilege ’’ if 
he acts maliciously. In others the point at once arises whether 
‘malice’’ is not the gist of such a tort, 2.€., presumed 
malice in the absence of “‘ privilege,’’ and express malice 
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where the inducer is under a duty to give advice, and there- 
fore in a privileged position. 

Prior to the Trade Dispute Act, 1906, which gave their 
present extrajudicial position of immunity to the officials of 
trade unions, in the course of trade disputes, this point 
of ‘‘ privilege,’’ fide advice, and ‘‘ malice’’ 
stantly arose in trade union cases. It was constantly argued 







‘* honda con 


ol that the miners’ leaders, for instance, were under a duty to 
b) advise their members, and provided they gave ond fide advice, 
he were not liable to be sued merely because their advice involved 
ly breach of contract by the miners, ¢.g., a strike without 
— ‘ sufficient notice. The point came up, inter alia, in such lead 
r ing cases as T’emperton v Russell (1893, 1 Q. B. 715) and 
“ Giblan Vv Vational Amalgamated Lahourers lV nion (1903, 2 
ma, K. B. 600): but in these older cases the whole question of 
us whether inducement to break a contract was actionable o1 
rt not was still open, notwithstanding Lumley v. Gye (supra) 
id and, therefore, little importance was attached to this appar 
- ently sound point. Its significance only began to be perceived 
n when Allen v. Flood ( 1898. A. C. 1) and V oorul Steamship Co 
- vy. McGreqor Gow d& Co. (1892, A. C. 25) had led on to 
- Quinn v. Leathem (1901, A. C. 495) But these three cases 
also raised another question, that of conspiracy, and therefore 


f the points they involve until 
article 


must reserve a discussion o 
we deal with conspiracy ”’ 


The same reason prevents us from discussing here the equally 


we 
as a whole in our next 


important recent judgment of Mr. Justice McCardie in the 
f “Medical Boycott case,’’ namely, Pratt v. British Medical 
: Association (1919. 1 K. B. 244), where the point was whether 
" or not an organized boycott of one medical practitioner by 
‘ others is actionable. 


; If we eliminate the question of ‘‘ conspiracy,’’ which is a 
separate ground of tort, and not relevant to our immediate 
purpose, it is possible to summarise in a very few sentences 
of Allen v. Flood (supra).and the group 
comes to this Inducement 


actionable, except (possibly) where the 


the practical result 
of allied cases Tt 
contract always 

ducer is under some public duty to vive the advice, and does 
so in the hond fide belief thaf the facts are such as in law to 
excuse performance of the contract by the person he advises to 
break it. On the other hand (in the absence of conspiracy), 
inducement to a person to terminate a contract lawfully, or to 
unless 


to break a 


li- 


refrain from entering into a contract, is not actionable 
there exists either malicious intent to injure the third party or 
some element of violences or threats 

This brings us to the last class « 
namely. interference with a man in the lawful exer 
cise of his calling Leathem (supra), the leading 
case, is so mixed up with the doctrine of conspiracy, that it is 
of little use Pratt v. British Medical Association (supra) is 
much more helpful, but the leading recent cases are Mr. Justice ! 
v. Hyde (1919, 2 Ch. 19), 
and Mr. Justice P. O. LawreEncE’s much commented on de 
cision in Davis vy. Thomas (36 T. L. R. 39). Briefly, the rules 
as they emerge from the cases are as follows: 

(1) Every man has a primd facie right to pursue his lawful 


st 
I 


actionable ‘‘ trespass on 


the case,”’ 


Gunn v 


Astsury’s decision in Valentine 


calling undisturbed. 
(2) Disturbance of another in his lawful calling is prima 
facie tortious on proof of malice and damage. 





Scotch 


by a combination of persons may amount to intimidation 
where persuasion employed by one person, using this same 
intimidation,’’ and therefore not 
For example, A may threaten to “' ’ BLif B 
is guilty of professiona] conduct to which A objects. But A may 


method of irgument, is not 


actionable cut 





not combine with C, D, X, Y, Z, &e., to “ cut B in such 
circumstances, for the combined hoveott ol many may 
amount to intimidation: Pratt's case (supra): Davis v. Thomas 
(supra) Further comment on th interesting point, 
however, brings in the doctrine of conspiracy,’’ which we 
must reserve for another article 
(To he continued.) 
° 
Reviews. 
Death Duties. 
Tue Deatn Dvotres, Comprisinc Estate Lecacy AND Swecrsston 
Dutres, wrrn Decipepn Cast ForM Nores on PRacticr, anpd 


rae Text or THE Statutes. By Ronert Dymonp, of the Estate Duty 








Office, Somerset. House, Solicitor. Tuirp Eprrion rhe Solicitors’ 
Law Stationery Society Limited 21s. net 
rl wok deals with estate duty, lega duty, and succession duty, 
und iv this 18 to say that it mecerns very closely the practitioner's 
da The techn ilities of these duties rrespond to the tech- 
1 s of the various interests 1 property Fact nterest at some 
ther attracts du wid t izh the duties are posed in respect 
e dead man’s estate the T that their eight presses 
No doul long as any property is left there be something for the 
Stat tat ist a vas there is an income tett, the State can 
hope id somethiu furthe to the income tax Whether there 18 to 
be any limit short of the full 20s. in the £, it is not for us to say, 
but the subject of death duties and other taxes naturally at the present 
time induces sober and saddening reflection. However vhether the 
rete of duty is light or heavy, the principles of its collection are the 
same, and death duty law, which is one of the latest additions to the 
Joma of jurispr iden <, threatens to be one of the most intricate 
Certainly it 1s a subject on which very clear and practical guidance is 
quired nd this 1s afforded by Mr. Dwmond’s book 
Che first thing the practitioner requires is the text of the statutes, and 
8 given in the appendix And then he wants ise exposition 
vhicl il] point him to the particular provision touching the matter in 
hand, and shew how that provision is to be applied, and this he will 
find in the three parts which form the body of the work, and deal re 
spectively with the three duties in question Settlement estate duty 
vas abolished by the Finance Act, 1914, but it has stil] practical con 
sequences, and the chapter on it is retained Each part concludes with 
1 chapter on practice, and it is to these, perhaps, that reference will 
most frequently be made. Lawyers in official positions, like the author, 


have a familiarity with their own branch of law and practice to which 
the independent practitioner vider field, cannot 


who roams over a much 


hope to attain It is convenient, for instance, to turn to Mr. Dymond’s 
statement as to how far legacy duty is claimed under a solicitor’s re 
muneration clause. And his lists of the official forms, and examples of 
calculation of duty. are valuable It would be easy to mult ply in- 


stances of the utility of the book, but it is unnecessary 
tioner will have no difficulty in proving its value by uss 


The prac ti- 


~~ 


Books of the Week. 


Egyptian Law.—The Egyptian Law of Obligations: A 
Comparative Study. With Special Reference to the French and the 
English Law. By Freperick Parker Watton, Advocate of the 
Bar, K.C (Quebec), LL.D. (Aberdeen and McGill). Two 





(3) Malice will be presumed against anyone who disturbs Vols. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 50s. net. 
another in the pursuit of his lawful calling, provided either the - : . 
disturber used violence or used threats of violence, or combined 
with such a number of other persons to secure his end as} The Anctioneer’ and Estate Agents’ Institute of the United King 
amounts to irresistible pressure in. order to intimidate | which me lag. weak at Newoutl, was on the 10 im, give 4 
strangers not to enter into contracts with the plaintiff: Davis | Seagram Richardson (Messrs. Debenham, ee ind Chinnocks) said 
v. Thomas (supra). that the Institute had outgréwn the accommodation at Russell-square, 


(4) But the presumption of malice may in certain cases be 


und the possibility that the site would be required for new buildings 


, ; ‘ j , 
ee - : —— for the University of London also made it desirable to seek fresh 
. rivileged occasion This proposi- pete. - 
rebutted on proof of privileg [ Prof premises. Nothing having come of suggestions which had been made for 


tion is exceedingly doubtful. | 







(5) Such ‘“‘ privilege ’’ is rebuttable by proof of express 
malice or such unreasonableness and excess of suasion " 
; ; ( 
amounts to inflict malice . 
It will be seen that the doctrine of “‘ illegal coercion in 


F 





its final form is independent of the existence of ‘‘ conspi racy.”’ 
“* conspiracy 








But it is indirectly affected by For persuasion | 





the provision of an auction mart for real property, the 


now trying to form a company, 


registration of 


arrangement for 
yiding auctions at Winchester House was renewed. The Institute was 
to be called the London Auction Mart 
sompan y to acquire premises for the purposes of a mart The cost of 
it impossible to build a mart on an economic basis, and 
funds would be made to the members of the Institute 
progress would be made towards securing the compulsory 
auctioneers engaged in rea! estate work. 


milding made 
n appeal for 
le hoped that 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


PHILLIPS v. KERSHAW, LEESE & CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 10th June 


WorkKMEN's ComPpensaTion—DeatH or WorkMAN—PartTiaAL Deprenp 
eENCY—-DeatH or One DerpenDANT BEFORE APPLICATION—MEASURE OF 
COMPENSATION REASONABLE AND PROPORTIONATE TO THE INJURY ”’ 

WorkMeEN'’s Compensation Acr (6 Ev. 7, c. 58), Scuep. I. (1) 

1 workman having been killed by accident, arising out of and in the 
course of hia ¢ mployme nt lear ing a widow and one daughte r, the widou 
died leas the { claim was made by the widow « 
elder daughte r, aa her le gal p reonal representative, and the workman’ 4 
own daughter, a girl of thirteen, to compensation aa portial dependents 
of the deceased workman, and for an apportionment of the amount due 
hetween the The 
awarded £250 le the work 
man a daughter ‘ nly claamed £50 as a direct de pe ndant, the remaining 
£200 wus payable to the widow's representative 

Held, that as ed the workman and loat hia 
support for four weeks, the case muat go back for reassessment The 
compensation had been awarded on a wrong principle, in the belief 


that the daughter would share in the £200 as part of her 


mother's estate 


im four weeks afterwards 


to the personal representative two daughters county 


court judae and made no apportionment 


the widow had only sure 


workman's 


Appeal by the respondents from an award of the county court judge 
at Stockport. The facts will be found sufficiently stated in the head 
note and the judgment below 

Tue Court allowed the appeal 

Lord Srennpare, M.R., said he thought it was clear that the award 
could not stand. In the present case a workman was killed by acci 
dent, and his death resulted from a cause which entitled his dependants 
to compensation. He left a widow and a daughter thirteen years of 
age. At the time of his death his widow was seriously ill with influ 
enza, and from that and the shock of her husband’s death from acci 
dent, herself died less than four weeks later. An application was made 
for compensation by representative of the widow, 
and the workman's daughter, as dependants. The 
deceased man’s earnings were proved to have been £3 a week. On 
those facts the county court judge had to assess compensation under 
the Act. [His lordship referred to Schedule I. (1) of the Act, 
ceeded Where the applicants were 
deceased's earnings 


the legal personal 


her own daughter 


and pro 
only partially dependent on the 

the sum to be awarded must be one ‘‘ reasonable 
and proportionate to the injury to the said dependants.’’ Here the 
claim was put forward by the applicants as partial dependants, and 
on the evidence before the Court in the learned judge's note it was 
really a case of partial and not total dependency, although the judge 
added a note to his award, saying that he thought the widow was 
wholly dependent, but he was bound by the application, and could not 
find her so. He awarded the sum of £250, and did not say anything 
in his judgment about apportionment. ‘The claim by the daughter 
was for £50 only as a dependant, but the applicants agreed that what 
ever amount should be recovered by the widow's personal representa 
tive should be divided between the two. daughters. It was obvious, 
therefore, that £200 was awarded to the widow's executrix. But the 
widow died only four weeks after the workman's death, and the injury 
to her did not exceed the amount which she had lost in those four 
weeks. Where a dependant was alive a county court judge was often 
put ia a great difficulty in calculating the value of the support lost ; 
he had to consider how long the dependant might probably live and 
enjoy the support which he had lost. But where the dependant had 
died the amount of the loss was at once ascertainable As Lord 
Macnaghten had said in (/nited Collieries Co. vy Stmpaon (1909, A. C 
365, at p. 392): ‘The employer is liable to make compensation in 
accordance with the First Schedule of the Act. The deceased leaves. 
I will suppose, a sole dependant, wholly dependent on his earnings, a 
grandmother, it may be, on her death-bed, or a grand-daughter engaged 
to be married to a man well able to support a wife. The grandmother 
dies, or the grand-daughter is married before any claim for compensa- 
tion is made. If the judgment under appeal stands, the married 
grand-daughter or the personal representative of the grandmother, as 
the case may be, is entitled by reason of the workman's death to a con 
siderable pecuniary benefit, wholly unexpected, and some might think, 
wholly undeserved. On the other hand, if this workman had left both 
a grandmother and a grand-daughter in similar circumstances. but each 
only partially dependent on his earnings the died and the 
other marriec or even after claim made, but 
before determination of the amount of compensation, it micht be that 
neither the grand-daughter nor the representative of the grandmother 
would be awarded one farthing.’’ Where the partial dependant died 
before the arbitration, there was no room for speculation. Therefore 
the learned judge could nat possibly have been justified in awarding 
to the widow's representative the sum of £200. The only thing to do 
with the case was to send it back to him for reconsideration. with a 
direction that to award compensation to a partial dependant on any 
thing like that principle was wrong The learned judge probably 
thought he entitled to award the £200 as he did. the 
daughter Lily would be entitled to share in it. In the case of really 
new trials, the matter should always be sent down to another judge 
But the present was not a case of a new trial, but rather of a reassess 


! 


and one 


before a claim was made 


was be tus 





ment of compensation which had to be administered in that particular 
county court. The appellants would have their costs of that appeal. 

Arkin and Youncer, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
the latter observing that one of the main difficulties of the case was 
caused by the confusion introduced by the fact that one of the appli- 
cants was, by accident, next-of-kin of her mother. The amount pay. 
able to the representative of a dependant was in no way dependent on 
the ultimate destination of the money.—CouNsEL, — Saul, KC. 
und 7. Eastham; E. C. Burgis. Sowicrrors, John Taylor & Co., Man- 
chester; Brown, Briggs, & Co., Stockport 

[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrieter et-Law.) 


HILL AND OTHERS v. KIRSHENSTEIN AND OTHERS. No. 2 


16th Jane. 


LANDLORD AND TeNANt—LANpLorD'’s Property Tax—Tenant’s Omis- 
ston To Depuct rrom Next Renr—CLam tro Depucr FROM SUBSE- 
quent Payments—Revenve Act, 1911 (1 Geo. V., c. 2), 8. 14, sup 
<ecTion 2—Income Tax Act, 1918 (8 & 9 Geo. V., c. 40), s. 211, 


First SchepuLe, Scuepute A, No. vu, R. 1. 

| tenant who pays his landlord’ « property tax and omits to deduct tt 
from his next payment of rent has no right to deduct wt from any sub- 
sequent payment of rent. 

Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of Darling, J. (reported 
1920, W. N. 116, 36 L. T. Rep., 378), deciding that a tenant who had 
omitted to deduct the landlord's property tax from his next payment 
of rent could not afterwards do so. The action was brought by the 
landlord, who claimed £33 12s. 4d., a year’s rent and insurance (les 
income tax) for premises held by the defendants under a lease granted 
in 1897 at a rent of £40. There was no dispute about the rent, but 
the defendants said that for the last twenty years they ‘had paid the 
landlord’s property tax and had not deducted it from their rent, and 
they now set-off and/or counter-claim £60 odd for such payments of 
the landlord’s property tax as had not been deducted from the rent 
paid to the landlord 

Bankes, L.J., in dismissing the appeal, said that the defendants 
refed on section 14, sub-section (2) of the Revenue Act, 1911, which was 
repeated in section 211 of the Income Tax Act, 1918. It provided that 

Any person liable to pay any rent, interest or annuity, or to make any 
other annual payment, shall be authorized to make any deduction on 
account of income tax for any income tax year which he has failed to 
make previously to the passing of the Act imposing the tax for that 
vear, or to make up any deficiency in any such deduction which has 
been made on the occasion of the next payment of the rent, interest or 
annuity, or making of the other annual payments after the passing of 
the Act so imposing the tax, in addition to any other deduction which 
he may be by law authorized to make, and shall also be entitled, if 
there is no future payment from which the deduction may be made, 
to recover the sum which might have been deducted as if it were,sa 
debt due from the person against whom the deduction could originally 
have been made if the Act imposing income tax for the year had been 
in force.”’ It was contended that section 14 of the Act of 1911, which 
was re-enacted in section 211, sub-section (2), of the Act of -1918, in 
similar though not quite identical words, entitled the tenants to 
amounts which they had paid for landlord’s property tax in past years 
und which were never deducted, and that this deduction could be 
made at any time from the rent paid. He could not accept that argu 
ment. He agreed with Darling, J., that if a person who was liable to 
pay the rent wished to make the deduction he must make it from the 
next payment of rent. The defence failed. The law still was that 
the person paying the property tax who omitted to deduct it from 
his next payment of rent had no right to deduct it subsequently. 

WaRRINGTON and Scrutron, LJJ., gave judgments to the like effect 
Counsex, for the appellants, J. P. Eddy and F. A. Holt; for the 
respondents, Craig Henderson. Soricirors, Roberts & Co.; Neve, 
Reck., a: Kirhy 


SUB-SECTION 2 


[Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


REX wv. NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE LOCAL PROFITEERING COM- 
MITTEE. E£z parte PROVINCIAL CINEMATOCGRAPH THEATRES 
(LIM.). No.2. 15th Jane. 

EMERGENCY LecIsLATION—PROFITFERING—ARTICLES SuppLien at Carr 
Rute ror Certriorart—Drscnarcr—Aprrat—‘‘ Crrwinat Cause or 
Marrer "Supreme Court or Jupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vicr 
c. 66), s. 47—Prorrreertne Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Gro. 5, c. 66), s. 1. 

1 complaint wae made against a company to a Profiteering Commi. 
tee, who passed a resolution that an excessive charge had been made, 
and they made an ogder requiring the company to repay the overcharg?, 
and directed a prosecution { rule nisi was obtained to bring up the 
order to be quashed, but the rule was irregular in form and wae there 
fore discharged by a Divisional Court. Thereupon the company en 
fered this appeal, { preliminary objection was taken to the hearing of 
the appeal on the ground that the order was in a criminal cause or 
matter 

Held, that the preliminary objection must be allowed, as the order 
was made under sub-section (2), of section 1, of the Profiteering Act, 
1919, and clearly came within the definition of what constitutes a 
criminal cause or matter 

Wilson vr. Lancashite and Yorkshire Railway Co. (ante, p. 358, 36 


T. L. R 412) distinguished. 
Appeal from an order of the Divisional Court discharging a rule ni+ 
which had been obtained by the Provincial Cinematograph Theatres 


(Limited), to quash an order made by the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Local 
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Fe Profiteering Committee against the appellants. A complaint had been 
made that the appellants had demanded and obtained at their café at 
Grey-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, on 6th December, 1919, 2d. each for 
qeamy chocolate biscuits. The committee made an order requiring 
the appellants to repay the amount of the excessive charge, and directed 
a prosecution. The rule nisi was obtained on the ground that two of 
the members of the committee who adjudicated were disqualified by 
law, and that the proceedings accordingly were without jurisdiction. 
In the Divisional Court the rule was pe nee because no objection 
was taken to the jurisdiction of the Committee at the hearing of the 
complaint (see per Channell, J., in Rex v. Williams, Ex parte Phillips 
(1914, 1 K. B., at p. 613). The company appealed. A preliminary ob 
jection was taken by the respondents that the order since it directed a 
rosecution was made in a criminal cause or matter, and that no appeal 

y. The case was distinguishable from Wilson v. Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Co. (reported ante, p. 358), where it was held that 
the order there appealed from was only an order that might lead to a 
q@iminal proceeding, and came directly within Ex parte Pullbrook (1892, 
1Q. B. 86). 

Tue Court allowed the preliminary objection 

Bankes, L.J., in dismissing the appeal, said that on the facts this 
case was distinguishable from W#son's supra), because a step 
had been taken which must be regarded as the beginning of the prose 
cation. In Wilson's case no resolution had been come to and no direc 
tion had been given that the owners of the refreshment room were to be 
prosecuted. Moreover, proceedings under sub-section (1) and sub-sec- 
tion (2) of the Profiteering Act, 1919, were separate proceedings. In 
this case the matter had proceeded to the second case. It came clearly 
within the definition of what constituted a criminal cause or matter, 
and was indistinguishable from the case of Hx parte Pullbrook (supra) 
The preliminary objection, therefore, succeeded, and the appeal would 
be dismissed with costs. 

WARRINGTON and Scrutron, L.JJ.. con Counset, for the 
appellants, Barrington Ward, K.C., and Caradoc Rees; for the respon 
dents, Compston, K.C., and Simey. Soticrrors, Hyman Jeaaces, Lewis, 
& Mills; Collyer Bristow. Booth. Birks. &: Langley, for V. B. Bateson, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

[Reported by Ensxrne Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


WOLSTENHOLME v. AMALGAMATED MUSICIANS’ UNION. SAME 
v. ARISS. Eve, J. llth June. 


Unton—Expvtsion oF Mempern—Coypvuct Brinoinc 
trro Discreprr—Procurtnc Empioyver To Break CONTRACT 
Memser—Ucttrra Vires—INJUNCTION 
Where a rule enables a branch of a union to expel a member for con 

duct bringing the union into discredit, then any conduct which brings 

discredit on the branch with the public or any section of it, or with the 
sther component parts of the whole organization, comes within the rule 


UNION 
WITH 


TRADE 


Inducing an employer not to continue the employment of an employee 
is only illegal if it is exercised by the use of illegal means. 

In the first of these two actions the plaintiff’s claim was against the 
union for a declaration that a resolution purporting to expel him from 
membership was ultra vires and void. In the second action the claim 
was against the Cardiff branch of the union for unlawfully procuring 
his employer to break his contract with him. 
union provided that it should be competent for any branch at a special 
or quarterly meeting to expel any member from the union upon satis- 
factory proof being given that such member had by his conduct 
brought the union into discredit. 

Eve, J.—I think I ought to read the rule as an enabling one as well 
as one dealing with procedure, and the question is whether there was 
evidence on which it could be found that the plaintiff had been satis- 
factorily proved by his conduct to have brought the union into dis- 
credit. ‘‘ Bringing the union into discredit * must mean the union or 
any branch of it. Any other construction would impose on the branch 
seeking to exercise this power of expulsion the impossible task of 
obtaining satisfactory proof that the conduct had brought the whole 
anion into discredit. ‘The next question is, Bring it into discredit with 
whom? The plaintiff says, The outside public, and in particular that 
part of it which has business or professional relations with members 
of the union. I agree, but why should it be restricted to this class? 
Is it not equally important that the credit of the branch should be 
maintained with. the head office and the other branches? I think it 
must be, and that conduct which has brought discredit on the branch 
with the public or any section of it or with the other component parts 
of the whole organisation comes within the rule. I think that there 
were ample materials on which it was open to the branch to come to 
the conclusion they did come to, and I cannot give the plaintiff the 
relief he seeks in this action. In the second action the question is, 
Did the defendants or any of them by threats, coercion or pressure 
procure the plaintiff's employer to break his contract with the plaintiff 
and refuse to employ him any longer? It was argued that the passing 
of the resolution against the plaintiff was an agreement or combina- 
tion by the members who passed it to do an illegal act in that they 
thereby resolved that any member playing with the plaintiff after the 
date therein mentioned should be treated as a non-member. If by the 











One of the rules of the | 





constitution of the union a member lost his rights as such by playing 
with a non-member, the resolution was only a reminder of the fact. 
If, on the other hand, no such penalty attached, the resolution was 
quite invperative to impose it At most it was but the expression of 
an intention on the part of those who supported it so to treat members 
who disregarded the resolution. In so resolving, the members were 
acting within their rights, and having resolved to adopt a line of con. 
duct towards the plaintiff and any of their fellow members who might 


continue to play with him which they were lawfully entitled to adopt 
what is that the plaintiff has to establish before he can maintain 
this action He must prove that to procure their object they have 


resorted to threats, coercion or other illegal means. Inducement not to 
continue an employment is only illegal if it 1s exercised by the use of 
What were the illegal means which the plaintiff alleged 
the defendants to arry out what were legal acts in 
In substance, it was the communication to the plaintiff's 


illegal means 
vere used by 


themselves ° 





employer ot the terms of the resolution. How can this possibly be 
treated as a use of illegal means? Can a simple notification to the 
employer of an intention to do a lawful act whether it be a notifica 
tion on behalf of an individual or on behalf of a number of persons 
properly be described as the use of illegal means against the set’ 1 
do not think that it car I come to the conclusion that the plaintiff 
has failed to establish any cause of action against the defendants or 
wny of them, and I can only dismiss this action also with costs.- 
CounseL, Gover, K.C., and Slesser; Disturnal, K.C., and P. M 
Oliver; Hastings, KA and Draper. Soricrrors, Pritchard, Engie- 
held, & Co., for Francis & Cooke, Cardiff; Hall, Hawkins, Pimblott, 
a& 
Reported by 8S. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 

Ae BATTIE-WRIGHTSON. CECIL v. BATTIE-WRIGHTSON AND 
OTHERS. Astbury, J. 3rd June. 
WiLt—ConsTRUCTION—GIFT OF BALANCE IN Sarp BANK he RASURB 
FROM ORIGINAL WitL—Ricnutr ro Look at Erasure--TestatRix With 

SEVERAL BANKS—EXTRINSIC E.vipeENceE—LATENT AMBIGUITY 

Where the will of a teatatriz as originally drafted gave certam lega 
cies out of moneys standing t he redit at the Vational J’rovincial 
Bank, and went on to dispose of the balance to her credit at the “ amd 
hank and by her direction, before execution, the words dealing with 
the payment out of moneys standing to her credit at the National 
P i Hank were rased, and, she having several banking accounts 
‘? ti the leati 1 question aroa « to the caning of the 
word i bani 

Held, (1) that the Court ts always entitled to look at the original will, 
including the ragur 

Re Harris BW Uh. D. 390) f ved 

2) When it is known that the testatriz had more than one be nking 
a u t latent ambiguity ATiaea n the will and the (‘ourt 
entitled expr nn thia by extrinai evudence and can lool at the 
vrigina wi jor that purpose dats 

Doe v. Hiscocks (5 M. & W. 363) followed 

This was,a summons to determine the meaning of the words aid 
bank un the ill of the testatrix The facts were as follows The 
testatrix s dratit ill, submitted to her for signature, contained the 
foil Ning AUSt | give the following legacies to be pami out of the 
! ey standing credit at. the National Provincial Bank’ of 
England, Bishopsgate, E.C., and not out of any other moneys, 
name { Here loliowed the names ol t n t ites vith tne 
amounts of their legacies. Then followed a gift to a person already 
a legatee, as f ws Il give to the said Anme Mara Middleton, in 
addition to the legacy which I have already given to her, the undis 
posed balance which may be to my credit at the said bank after paying 
thereout the legacies hereinbefore mentioned Her receipt for the aul 
balance was to be a sufficient discharge to the executors. The testa- 
trix also disposed of the residue in favour of e defendant Jattie 
Wrightson Before the testatrix executed the w she directed the 
words referring to the National Provincial Bank from to be paid "’ 
down to namely t be truck it ‘ i i ( md the altera 
tion duly attested Phe i os the execute ws alte i, it being 
deemed inadvisable t vait for a fair copy owing to the state of 
the testatrix’s healt The testatrix died on 29th October, 1917, and 
her will was du 1. the " elled rde el omitted from the 
probate which read without any blank ‘I give the following lega- 
cies to The evidence hewed that the testatrix had seve manking 
weounts at the time of her death ix of which were in cred Counsel 
for the residuary legatee contended that there was a latent ambiguity, 
und no evidence was admissible, and if the will was looked at there was 
clear intention to exclude the National Provincial Banh Counsel 
for the specific legate ntended that the word meant * ny bank wa 
Unt 1 it was d overed that the testatrix had severai bankir counts 
there was no ambiguity at all The actual ambiguity was therefore 


latent. and extrinsic evidence was admissible as to it. They also con- 


tended that the Court wa ilways entitled to look at the rinal will, 
including the erasures 

Astaury., J., after stating the facte, said Nothing, in my judg 
ment, will prejudice any application for a facsimile probate, but for 
the purposes of construction the Court is alwavs entitled to look at 
the original will. including the erasures : see Jarman on Wills, 6th ed., 


p. 44; Hawkins on Wills, 2nd ed., pp. 11 13; Williams on Executors, 
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10th ed., p. 445-447; Manning v. Purcell (7 D. M. & G. 55), Shea v. 
Boschetti (18 Beav. 321), Gunn v. Greogry (3 D. M. & G. 777), and 
Re Harrison (supra). On referring to the original will, it is perfectly 
clear that the ‘‘ said bank ’’ means the National Provincial Bank, the 
only bank mentioned in the will, though the clause mentioning ‘it hae 
been struck out for another purpose On this ground the specifi 
legatee is entitled to the balance at this bank leas £125 The case can 
also be put on another ground, though the last ground is preferable 
The testatrix obviously intended to give a balance at a particular bark, 
but omitted to name it.* Until, however, it is ascertained that she had 
accounts at more than one bank, there is an insufficient description, but 
no ambiguity. When that fact is ascertained, a latent ambiguity arises, 
which can be explained by extrinsic evidence: Hawkins on Wills, 
2nd ed., p. 14; Wigram on Exclusive Evidence, 5th ed., p. 110, pro 
position 7; Doe v. Hiscocks (supra The original will with its erasures 
can therefore also be looked at as extrinsic evidence under the iatent 
ambiguity rule, and the same result follows.—CounseL, Philip Stokes ; 
Hildyard, K.C., and H. B. Vaisey ; Luxmoore, K.C., and Roope Reeve. 
Soticirors, Foyer; White, Borrett, & Black; Routh, Stacey 4 
Castle for Stapleton d Son, Stamford. 


[Reported by Leonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
High Court—Chancery Division. 


IPSWICH PERMANENT MONEY CLUB (LIM.) v. ARTHY AND 
OTHERS. P. 0. Lawrence, J. 27th and 28th April; 2lst May. 
Vortcace—Sote Trustee A Reverstoner—Norice 

PRIORITIES. 

The rule in Dearle v. Hall (1823. 3 Ruseell7, 1) applies to real estate 
devised spon trust for sale as well aa to an interest in money 
Pearson (1901, 1 CA. 865) followed 

Proof of notice of an incumbrance is not necessary to preserve 
priority; it is sufficient to prove an intelligent apprehension of the 
nature of the incumbrance which a reasonable or ordinary man of busi- 
neas would act upon, 

Lloyd + janks (1868, L. R. 3 Ch. 488) applied 

Re Dallas 1904, 2 (A. 385 distinguished 


KNOWLEDGE— 


Lloyds Bank + 


This was an action claiming priority over a mortgage by reason ot 
a@ notice given The facts were as follows In the events which 
happened in 1896 under the will and codicil of Benjamin Spendelow, 
his real estate was vested in his son William uapon trust for his wife 
Jane for her life, and after her death upon trust for sale and divi 
sion between his four children, of whom William and Harry were two 
In 1903 William mortgaged his reversionary share to the defendant 
Arthy to secure £200 and interest. In 1907 William again mort- 
gaged his reversionary share to tie plaintiffs to secure £200 and interest 
and concealed the existence of Arthy’s mortgage. William’s share was 
insufficient to pay both mortgagees in full. In July, 1908, the plain- 
tiffs first became aware of Arthy’s mortgage, and wrote to Jane and 
Harry informing them of the two mortgages, and threatening proceed- 
ings against William for his fraud; and negotiations ensued between 
the plaintiffs and Harry, acting for himself and Jane, with a view 
to théir entering into some arrangement to minimise the plaintiffs’ loss 
On 23rd September, 1908, Harry, at his own suggestion, was appointed 
a trustee to deal with this situation, and on 2¥th September the piain 
tiffs wrote to him and asked him what he proposed to do, and he replied 
that he could do nothing. On 28th October, 1908, Harry wrote to the 
plaintiffs and Arthy informing them that by the deed of 23rd Sep 
tember, 1908, he had been appointed trustee, with William, of the estate. 
On 3th October, 1908, the plaintiffs gave Harry formal notice of their 
mortgage in writing, and in December, 1911, the transferee of Arthy’s 
mortgage wrote also giving formal notice of this mortgage. In 1915 
William died In 1916 Jane died. In 1917 Harry, as surviving 
trustee, sold the testator’s real estate, and in 1919 the plaintiffs started 
this action, claiming priority over Arthy’s mortgage by reason of their 
notice, and relied on the cases referred to in the judgment and also 
on Ward vy. Duncombe (1893, A. C. 369). The defendant transferee 
argued that the knowledge Harry acquired before his appointment 
governed the priorities of the mortgages according to their dates, and 
relied upon Lloyd v. Banks (supra), 


P. O. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts in the course of a con- 
sidered judgment, said :—It is settled that the rule in Dearle v. Hall 
(supra) applies to real estate devised upon trust for sale as well as 
to an interest in money: see Lloyds Bank vy. Pearson (supra). It is 
not necessary for an incumbrancer, in order to preserve the priority of 
his incumbrance, to prove that he gave notice thereof to the trustee. It 
is sufficient if he can prove that the mind of the trustee has in some 
way been brought to an intelligent apprehension of the nature of the 
incumbrance which had come upon the property, so that a reasonable 
man or an ordinary man of business would act upon the information 
and would regulate his conduct by it in the execution of the trust: 
see the judgment of Lord Cairns in Lloyd v. Banks (supra). In the 


had procured himself to be appointed trustee because he had learned of 
the existence of Arthy’s mortgage, and for the express purpose of 
himself dealing with the situation that had arisen by reason of that 
mortgage having been concealed from the plaintiffs, and that that know- 
ledge had continued to operate upon his mind after his appointment, 
and therefore he knew of Arthy’s mortgage before receiving the 
notice of Wth October, 1908. Re Dallas (supra), which has been 
much relied upon by the plaintiffs, is distinguishable. It follows that 
the priority of Arthy’s mortgage is not displaced by the plaintiffs’ 
notice of Wth October. 1908.—Counsex, W. G. Hart; Whitmore 
Richards. Sovicrrors, Field, Roscoe, & Co.; Vizard, Oldham, & Co. 


[Reported by Leonarp Mar, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


HARROP v. HARROP. Sankey, J. 12th May. 


HusBAND AND Wire—MAINTENANCE—Parties Living ABROAD—FoOREIGN 
JUDGMENT OBTAINED By Wire—ACTION IN ENGLAND—FINAL OR INTER- 
LOCUTORY JUDGMENT. 


By a judgment obtained by a wife against her husband in the High 
Court of Perak, Malay States, he was ordered to pay a monthly sum for 
the maintenance of the wife and the child of the marriage. In an action 
on this judgment for arrears, in England, 





Held, that the judgment could not be enforced here, as it was not 
final and conclusive, since it could be abrogated or varied by the court 
that pronounced it, on proof of a change of circumstances of the parties. 


Action tried by Sankey, J. Mrs. Harrop, the plaintiff, was the wife 
of the defendant, J. H. Harrop, and the action was for £134 arrears 
on a judgment which she had obtained against the defendant in the 
High Court at Perak, in the Federated Malay States, ordering him to 
pay 220 dollars a month after 13th December, 1916. The defendant 
based his defence on two grounds: (1) that the judgment on which the 
action was brought was a penal judgment pronounced by the Criminal 
Court of Perak, and that therefore no action could be brought to enforce 
such judgment in this country; (2) that the judgment was unenforce 
able on the ground that it was not final and conclusive between the 
parties, but was liable to be abrogated or varied by the court which 
pronounced the judgment. The learned Judge in his judgment did not 
decide whether the foreign judgment was in the nature of a penal or 
criminal judgment, but based his judgment entirely on the second 
ground. 


Sankey, J., said the question he should consider was whether the 
order of the Perak Court was final and conclusive. The material sec- 
tions of the enactment under which the order was made were 39, 40, 
and 41, which were headed ‘‘ Maintenance of wives and children.”’ 
Section 39 provided that the order might be made for a monthly allow- 
ance ‘‘ in proportion to the means of such person ’’ as to the magistrate 
should seem reasonable. Séction 40 provided for levying the amount 
due on such order ‘‘ in the manner by law provided for levying fines 
imposed by the magistrates or may sentence him to imprisonment 
. . . Section 41 provided that ‘‘ On the application of any person 
receiving or ordered to pay a monthly allowance and on proof 
of a change in the circumstances of such person his wife, or child, the 
magistrate may make such alteration in the allowance ordered as he may 
think fit.’’ It would be observed that the order was liable to be abro- 
gated or varied upon an application being made for an order to enforce 
it on proof of a change in the circumstances of the parties. The law 
as to whether a judgment was final and conclusive was considered in 
Re Henderson, Nouvion v. Freeman (38 W. R. 581, 15 App. Cas. 1), 
where Lord Herschell said that it must be shewn that the existence of 
the debt was for ever established so as to make it res judicata between 
the parties ; and Lord Watson, in the same case, said that the judgment 
must be final and unalterable, not in the sense that it could not be 
made the subject of appeal to a higher court, but final and unalterable 
in the court that pronounced it, and if appealable the English court 
would only enforce it subject to conditions which would have the in- 
terests of those who had the right to appeal. (His lordship also re- 
ferred to the American case of De Briemont v. Penniman (10 Blatch- 
ford’s Circuit Court Cases, 436).] He was informed that the day 
before the hearing in the present case the defendant had presented a 
petition for divorce against his wife. As to which of the parties was 
right he had no idea, but assuming that the husband was, and that he 
got his divorce, it would be a strange result that he could be sued by 
his divorced wife in this country for arrears of maintenance under the 
original order made in Perak, arrears which the court in Perak might 
never have adjudged to be paid when the plaintiff applied for an order 
to enforce them. Moreover, to give effect to the order in this country 
would enable the plaintiff to obtain a greater benefit from it here than 
she could obtain in Perak, as the defendant would not be entitled to 
take here the point that there was a change of circumstances, as he 
could in Perak under section 41. His opinion was that the judgment 
of the court in Perak was not final and conclusive within the doctrine 
of English Jaw, which enabled such judgments of foreign courts to be 
enforced in England, and his judgment would be for the defendant 
with costs.—CounskEL, Disturnel, .C., and Latter, for the plaintiff ; 


Harold L. Murphy, for the defendant. Soticrrors, Nisbet, Drew, & 
Loughborough ; Stephenson, Harwood, & Co. 





present case, the evidence is cogent and conclusive that Harry Spendelow 


[Reported by G@. H. Kworr. Barristerat-Law.] 
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3 WARE & DE FREVILLE (LiM.) v. MOTOR TRADES ASSOCIATION 


AND OTHERS. Rowilatt, J. l7th May. 


Insunction—Trape UNtIoN—REGULATION OF 
Securinc CoNFORMITY—PUBLICATION OF NAMES IN 
An association or trade union of motor manufacturers prepare d what 

were called protected lists of prices at which motors and motor articles 

were to be sold by their agents. They also published pe riodically a 

list called a stop list, containing the names of those who sold at prices 

different from those in the protected lists iny person or firm 80 

named, or those dealing with them, were not to be supplied, directly or 

indirectly, with the articles named. The plaintiffs, who were not mem 
bers of the association, acted as agents for selling a motor-car belonging 
to a person who also was not a member of the association, and they 
advertised the car for sale at @ price not anthorized by the protected 
list. The defendants published the plaintiffs’ name in the stop list 

Held, that the plaintiffs were entitled to an injunction against all 
persons concerned individually in publishing the stop list restraining 
them from publishing the plaintiffs’ name therein, as such publication 
was a threat intended to prevent the plaintiffs from making a lawful 
disposition of their own or their principal's property. 


Prices—THREATS FOR 
‘Stop List.” 


Action tried by Rowlatt, J., without a jury. The plaintiffs, who 
‘were motor-car dealers, sought an injunction to restrain the defendants, 
a trade union of motor manufacturers, from including plaintiffs’ name 
in a stop list published periodically on the authority of the defendant 
association. The effect of this was that the parties names 
appeared in the list were not to be supplied with any of the articles 
on the protected lists of the association, which lists were prepared for 
the purpose ‘“‘ of conserving the fixed resale prices scheduled therein.” 
These resale prices were those at which the agents of the manufac- 
turers of such articles were required by their principals to sell them 
to the public. The plaintiffs were not members of the defendant asso- 
ciation. In the autumn of last year they were communicated with on 
behalf of a gentleman who had ordered a Vauxhall! car, the date of 
delivery of which was approaching, but which he found he did not 
require. He thought he could sell this car for more than he had to 
pay for it, and he employed the plaintiffs to find him a purchaser, 
and the plaintiffs advertised the car for sale for what it would obtain 
The plaintiffs were not agents of the manufacturers, and were under 
no obligation to anyone not to sell any Vauxhall car at any price they 
choose. The council of the association, after investigation, decided 
and informed the plaintiffs that they would be put on the stop list 
unless (1) they should send a cheque for £50 as a donation to the Cycle 
and Motor Trade Benevolent Fund ; (2) that they should undertake to 
exercise such better supervision as to prevent such an occurrence hap 
pening again. It appeared that the council ‘‘ sometimes ordered under 
takings of this sort to be advertised at the expense of the party called 
to account,’’ and parties thus shewed that they were alarmed at the 
The plaintiffs, on receipt of 
the association’s communication, issued their writ. 


whose 


Row.att, J., said he did not propose to inquire whether, if the 
plaintiffs had been agents violating a price list which they had under 
taken to observe, or agents for others so bound, they could have com 
plained of being placed on the stop list. In the present case the plain 
tiffs were acting entirely within their rights, and for this they were 
threatened with the stop list, and the threat was carrid@l out. This 
was a threat, and more than a warning. The distinction he conceived 
to be that a ‘“‘ warning ’’ was a “ vehicle of advice,”’ and a “‘ threat ’’’ an 
instrument of coercion. He had no doubt that to hold out the prospect 
of inclusion in the stop list was a threat, primarily to the plaintiffs, 
secondarily to those who might deal with them but for fear of them- 
selves being included. Thus it was simply the case of an attempt being 
made to prevent a person making a lawful disposition of his own or his 
principal's property by threats addressed both to him and to those 
who might deal with him. It was unnecessary to go through the 
authorities to shew that this was wrongful. It only remained to con- 
sider against whom the injunction should go. It was contended by the 
plaintiffs that though the association as a trade union was protected 
against actions of tort by the Trades Disputes Act, yet that they could 
be restrained from committing a tort in future. Assuming this to be 
so, yet he did not think, however, that he ought to wield the weapon 
of an injunction so as to make the association liable to legal proceed- 
ings in respect substantially of the same facts as might constitute ground 
for an action of tort; but the injunction would be granted against the 
individual defendants who took part in promoting the wrongful acts 
done to the plaintiffs; and the association would have their costs. 
Counszt, Sir John Simon, K.C.. Maugham, K.C., and Sir Albion H 
Richardson, for the plaintiffs; Spencer Bower, K.C., and B. Campion, 
for the Motor Association ; Disturnal, K.C., Harold Smith, and Douglas 
Hogg, K.C., appeared respectively for other parties. Sorsctrrors, 7'heo- 
dore Roberts ; Engall 4: Crane; Kenneth Brown, Baker, Baker. 


[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister at-Law.] 


Mr. Thomas Edward Ellison, of Bank-street, Sheffield, and Totley 
Grove, Totley, Derby, one of the best known members of the North- 
Circuit, and regarded as the Leader of the Bar at Sheffield, left 

estate of gross value £14,258. 
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New Orders, &e. 


Orders in Council. 
DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS. 


Revocation. 


[Re itals 
it is hereby ordered, that Regulation 37p shall be revoked 
j Ju {Gazette, 11th June, 


SHIPPING (CONVENTION) ACT, 1914. 


Whereas on the 20th day of January, 1914, an International Con- 
vention f the Satety of Life at Sea, and for purposes incidental 
theret vas duly entered into by His Majesty and the other Signatory 
ry sm especially referred to and set out in the said Convention : 


And whereas a Statute 4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. DO, intituled ‘‘an Act to 
amendments of the Law relating to Merchant Shipping as 
are necessary or expedient to give effect to an International Conven 


ti for the Safety of Life at Sea being the Convention above re- 
I ed was passed on the 10th day of August, 1914, the short title 
hich is Ihe Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914”’ : 
(nd whereas by Section 29, Sub-section 5, of the said Act it was 
pl vided as follows 
lr} Act shall come in operation on the Ist day of July, 
1915 
Provided that His Majesty may, by Order in Council, from 
time to time postpone the coming into operation of this Act for 


such period, not exceeding on any occasion of postponement one 
specified in the Order 

vers Orders in Council the coming into operation 
time postponed, and now stands 


Veal is Inay be 
And whereas by di 
of the said Act 


has been from time to 


postponed, by virtue of an Order in Council of the 9th day of December, 
1919, until the Ist day of July, 1920: 

And whereas His Majesty® deems it expedient that the provisions 
of the said Act should be farther postponed : 


N therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
Council, in pursuance of the powers vested in Him by the above-recited 
provisi ind of all other powers Him thereunto enabling, doth order, 
and it is hereby ordered, that the provisions of the Merchant Shipping 
Convention) Act, 1914, shall be postponed from coming into operation 


until the lst day of January, 1921 ° 


lith June (Gazette, 11th June. 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE HOPS (RESTRICTION ON DELIVERY) ORDER, 1920. 


1. A person shall not, either on his own behalf or on behalf of any 
other person, take delivery in the United Kingdom of any hops which 
may arrive in the United Kingdom after the 10th June, 1920, except 
under and in accordance with the terms of a licence granted to him 
by or under the authority of the Food Controller. 

2. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations 

5. This Order may be cited as The Hops (Restriction on Delivery) 
Order, 1920 

19th May 





THE MANUFACTURE OF FLOUR AND BREAD ORDER, 1918. 
Directions relating to Imported Flour 
In ‘exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order 
[S.R. & O., No. 1661 of 1918] the Food Controller hereby directs that 
the following Regulations shall on and after the 14th June, 1920, be 
observed by all persons concerned :— 
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1. Imported flour may not be sold by retail or used for any pur- 

se except when mixed with flour milled and mixed in the United 
Kingdom in accordance with the Orders and Directions of the Food 
Controller relating to the milling and mixing of wheaten flour. 

2. The proportion of imported flour in the mixture shall not exceed 

20 per cent., except that 
(a) where the mixture is sold by retail in Scotland; or 
(4) where the mixture is used in Scotland for some purpose other 
than the manufacture of biscuits intended for wholesale sale, 
the proportion shall not exceed 50 per cent. 

5.—(a) No person shall use or permit to be used any imported flour 
in any dough mixture prepared for bread making purposes in any one 
bakery on any day unless the proportion of imported flour to other 
ingredients in all such dough mixture is the same in that bakery 
throughout such day. : 

(6) For the purposes of this Clause no regard shall be had to any 
dough mixture used for the making of wholemeal bread or the making 
of proprietary bread 

(ce) If any question arises whether bread is proprietary bread, such 
question shall be determined by the Food Controller 

28th May 


Societies 


The Law Society. 
PROVINCIAL MEETING 

The Council of the Law Society have accepted an invitation from the 
Liverpool Incorp’vated Law Society to hold the provincial meeting this 
year in Liverpool. It will accordingly be held in that city on Tuesday 
and Wednesday, the Sth and 6th October next, and the proceedings 
will, it is expected, be as follows : 

Monday, 4th October.—Visitors will arrive in Liverpool, and the 
Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress will give a reception in the Town Hall 
in the evening 

Tuesday, 5th October.—Members will meet at St. George’s Hall at 
10.30 a.m., when the Lord Mayor (Councillor Burton W. Eills) will take 
the chair, and having welcomed the members attending the meeting, will 
vacate the chair. The President of the Law Society will then deliver 
his address. This will be followed by the reading and discussion of 
papers contributed by members of the society. The meeting will 
adjourn from 1.30 to 2.540 for luncheon, and will close at 4.50. 

tn the evening members will be entertained at the Royal Court 
Theatre, where Mr Martin Harvey will play. 

Wednesday, 6th October.*—The meeting will be resumed at 11 a.m., 
when the reading and discussion of papers will be continued. The meet- 
ing will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 ae luncheon, and will close at 4.30. 

Tn the evening there will be the dinner, which will be held at the 
Philharmonic Hall. Tickets can be obtained from the hon. secretary 
of the Liverpool Society on or before 5th September. 

Thursday, 7th October.—The Liverpool Society are arranging several 
excursions, including Chester and Eaton Hall, Penmaenmawr Quarries ; 
Port Sunlight; drive through Wirral; sea and river trips, &c. Parti- 
culars will be given in the detailed programme 

Visitors attending the excursion to Chester will be entertained by 
the Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law Society. 

Arrangements are also being made for members to visit the cathedral, 
art gallery, docks, university, and other places of interest in the neigh- 
bourhood. 

Arrangements will also be made for several golf links in the neigh- 
bourhood being placed at the disposal of ladies and gentlemen attend 
ing the meeting. 

Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the above entertain- 
ments and excursions (except the dinner). 

Any member proposing to attend the meeting should signify his in- 
tention, on or before 15th August, to Mr. J. Graham Kenion, the hon. 
secretary of the Liverpool Society, whose address is 10, Cook-street, 


Liverpool, stating whether he will be accompanied by a lady. The | 


hon. secretaries will then send him further particulars and, if required, 
information as to hotels and other accommodation and the price of the 
dinner tickets 

The council will be glad to receive communications from members 
willing to read papers at the meeting. 

Any member contemplating favouring the council with a paper should 
let Mr. E. R. Cook, the secretary, know the subject of it on or before 
23rd July. The council will then consider the subjects proposed, and 
select such as they consider are the most suitable for discussion at the 
meeting, and will intimate their opinion to members in time to enable 
them to prepare their papers. 

Those members whose papers are not among those selected may, 
nevertheless, prepare and submit them, and they will be read and dis- 
cussed should the time at the disposal of the meeting suffice 

Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each 
member attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote upon 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUNDS FoR ITS HUMANE WorK 
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Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone : 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, Lomdon,” 


ATHERTONS 
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63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 






any matter under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of the 
opinions of the meeting will be framed in the form of recommendations 
or requests to the council to take the subjects of such resolutions into 
their consideration. 

The hotel accommodation in the city of Liverpool is much in demand, 
so that early notice will be necessary if rooms are desired. 

* The annual general meeting of the Solicitdrs’ Benevolent Associa 
tion will be held at St. George's Hall, on Wednesday, 6th October, at 
10.15 a.m 





The Coroners’ Society. 


The annual meeting of the Coroners’ Society of England and Wales, 
held on 10th June, was followed by a banquet at the Holborn Restau- 
ram. Mr. Ketway Porg, Coroner for Southampton (the newly-elected 
president), proposed the loyal toasts, after which Mr. Forses, Coroner 
for Middlesex, gave ‘‘ Imperial and Local Government.”’ 

Major Boyp Carpenter, M.P., replied, and said his association with 
coroners began early and abruptiy — since, when just turned twenty-one 
years of age, while driving through London, he was pressed by the police 
to make up the panel of a coroner's jury. Quite recently, again, he had, 


| as a member of Parliament, been sitting on a committee om local legisla- 


tion when a county council Bill came before them suggesting that autho- 
rity be given to that council to request coroners to hold inquests on non- 
fatal fires. In the Imperial Parliament they were to a great extent 
governed by party politics, but im committees of the House they did 
good work on the lines of justice and good judgment and in defiance of 
any party exigencies ; and he thought they were quite right in refusing 
to put coroners, who exercised an independent authority, under the con- 
trol of the London County Council. re British people did not favour 
being ruled by elected assembles more than was necessary, and liked 
to have some independent authority to appeal to, especially in such 
matters as were dealt with by coroners. 1@ coroners were in some 
respects under the Imperial Parliament in their relationship to the Lord 
Chancellor, andgn other ways they had relations with the local councils, 
but it was in these days very necessary that they should be in a position 
to protect their own interests. Imperial and local Governments were 
in some ways like a pair of scissors, where each blade was separate and 
sometimes far apart, but at other times they met to accomplish their 
object. 

Mr. Brooke Lirrie, who proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Coroners’ 
Society,”’ said the office of coroner was a very ancient one and shrouded 
in the obscurity of antiquity. It was, however, positively known that 
coroners existed in the year 1194, in the reign of Richard I., and still 
further back in the tame of King Alfred—that is, if they believed in the 
testimony of ‘‘ The Mirror of Justices.” Coroners in those early days 
were required to be able to read and write, and were elected by the 
popular vote. The office was then an unpaid one, and remained s0 
through the Norman period, but in Henry the Seventh’s time a sum of 
13s. 4d. was paid to the coroner in all cases of murder and manslaughter 
out of the chatitels of the accused, if convicted. Im George the Second’s 
reign the payment of an increased fee for ali inqueste held upon view 
of dead bodies wes ordained. The true value of the Coroners’ Society 
lay in the protection of the rights and duties of coroners, and any 
recommendations by its members ought to carry weight with the Govern- 
ment, especially with respect to any contemplated legislation regarding 
an improved and more elastic method of fixing salaries, the granting of 
pensions, and the extension of fire inquests outside the city of London. 
At the present time there were over thirty outstanding enactments 
relating to coroners which might well be included in one consolidating 
and amending Act. 

Mr. Porr, the president, in acknowledging the toast, thanked Mr. 
Brooke Little for his interesting, learned and illuminating speech. The 
Society included in its membership nearly all the coroners of England 
and Wales, and wes beneficial not only to its own members, whom it 
brought together, but to the public also, for whom suggestions leading 
to the safeguarding of life and other useful reforms, were made. He, 


personally, felt almost too full of sentiment and past recollections to 
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thank the company properly for the handsome manner in which the 
toast had been received 
Mr. H. R. Oswap, Coroner for the Western 


District London, pro 


posed the toast of ‘‘ Our Guests,”’ coupling it with the names of Sir 
Edward Troup, Permanent Under-Secretary to the Home Office, and 
Sir Claud Schuster, Permanent Secretary to the Lord Chancellor 

Sir Enpwarp Troup, ‘in acknowledging the toast, said there was 
body of men with whom he was officially brought into contact in whom 


; pe § 
he felt more interested than coroners. This was owing, in great measure 


to the antiquity of their office, compared wit! ich the Home Office 
started by Mr. Fox as an offshoot from the Mir istry of Foreign Affairs 
in 1762—was a modern creation. Justices of the peace were the juniors, 


an a century. The Home Office was not 
ation, and hoped to dea! with the question 
lation respe t 


too, of coroners by more t! 
negligent with regard to legis! 
of coroners’ juries as soon as possibl 






The emergency legislati 


ing the powers of coroners to dispense with juries held good for six 
months after the official termination of the war, and so long as the 
Turks procrastinated about making peace, s» long at least would 
coroners be able to sit without juries. te hoped would be possible 
to deal generally with the jury question and other matters by wa; 

legislation. He had given a good deal of atten ners’ matters 
lately, as well as Mr. Simpson (who was present) and others at the 
Home Office. They had a Bit practically ready as soon as the House 
of Commons had time to deal. with the matt He had been looxing 
up the history of coroners, and did not himself believe that King Alfred 
hanged them—because there were none in those days. Coroners for 


were no pleas in Alfred's 


merly tried the pleas of the Crown, but thers 
established unde 


been 


time. The office of coroner appeared to have 
Henry the Second and Richard the First. With regard to the emerge: 
legislation substituting ‘' seven and eleven for “twelve”’ and 


* twenty-three 


be summoned by 


** as the minimum and maximum number of jurors to 
a coroner, the interesting point erose that there were 
precedents for holding inquests without juries at all since tt was 
done in medieval times. No complaints had been received from the 
general public regarding the holding of inquests without juries, save 1 
one case in which a coroner had returned a verdict felo de se 
Coroners generally appeared to like the discretionary powers entrusted 
to them. Another question was whether a coroner should be a law ye! 
or a medical man, He bad read that originally four coroners were 
elected for a county, and that three of them were soldiers and one a 
clergyman. He, therefore, regarded it as a narrow view wo confine the 
election of coroners to two professions only. In any case, he felt strong!) 


18 


o! 


that, during the next ten years at least, amy vacancy should be filled 
by men who had really seen active service All coroners used to be 
knights, but whether that was desirable now was a matter of opinion 
Any way, coroners, he thought, ought to be better paid Even in the 


higher ranks of the Home Office a war bonus was given, while the junior 
staff received 3 per cent. increase on their pre-war pay He w 
pleased to be the Society’s guest that evening, and to be honoured by 
being associated with the toast. 


Sir Ciaup ScuusteEr also replied for the guests in a humorous speech 
Law Association. 

The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at th Law 
Society’s Hall on the 10th inst., when Mr. H. B. Curwen was elected 
chairman of the tjoard for the current year, and took the chair. The 
other directors present were Mr. T. H. Gardiner (treasurer), Mr. E. B. V 
Christian, Mr. 0. F. ‘Leighton, Mr. P. EK. Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham, 
Mr. 'W. M. Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. FE. E. Barron. The 
annual grants to members’ widows and daughters were renewed 


amounting to £665, and a further sum of £210 was voted for the relief 
of non-members’ cases and other general business transacted 


The Use of the Words “Chartered 


9 
Accountant. 

In the case of Tnatituts f Chartered Accountants in Engla d and 
Wales v. Aitken. before Mr. Justice Astbury the llth iv the 
plaintiffs, says the 7'imes, asked for an injunctior restrain the defen 
dant, from continuing to use on his cards, circulars, letters and other 
documents in his business the words “ chortered accountant.” or from 
otherwise describing himself as a member of the Inetrtute of Chartered 


Accountants in England and Wales 


Mr. F. Whines appeared for the Institute; the defendas 
represented 

Mr. Whinney said that the defendant hed repre d hin 
@ chartered accountant, and he had so described bimeelf in report 


had been filed on behalf ma Com pRan of which he was auditor, altt oug! 
he was not, and never had beer metnbe the Institute He had 
issued business cards describing himself as J. Aitken and C J 
Aitken), Chartered Accountanis.’’ His name hed also appeared os a 
** chartered accountant "’ in the prospectus of a company, when he gave 
an address in the Outer Temple, E.C. Similar injunctiows had be 
obtained nm The fecountants and Auditors Society v Cloodway (23 7 he 
Times L. R., 286; 1907. 1 Ch. 489); amd The Institute of Chartered 
Accountants v. Hardwick (3 The Times L. R., 42 


granted the injunction 


NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 

Correspondence Invited. 


SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





oe wnt foe For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
than ‘ 

Females. Males. 

60 £8 10 6 £9 910 

65 918 6 ll 210 

70 11 19 10 is 6 ¢ 











A strong, well-managed concern.”—Financial Times. 


“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation. Insurance Newe. 


**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain,”— 
Impressions, 


** Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 


CENTURY throughout its career.”—Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 





Has ren 
Sohicitors :—} 


fessrs. Markby, Stewart and Co. 








The f« » gventlens ere called to the Bar 

LINCOLN [> ] Me. Glen \ } ) Humphreys Owe: Prinity 
College, Cambridge I. D. A, Williams; Nusserwanji Roostumji Mehta, 
Cal tta Unive t\ LL.B t Vaki f the High Court, Calcutta; G. J 
Lethem, Edinbur 1 Us ersaity LA LL.B R. W. Jame n, London 
Universi M.R.CLS L.R.C.1 D.Ph.t ¢ G. Mackay, Edinburgh 
Ur M.A ( ( Oakes R. Clas Prinit H { bridge 

INNEI lem k ( } Dake t det f a certifeate of honour 

warded H I ¥20), Oxi S. ©. Isaa holder of a certifi 

ute f honous " | Paster Term, 192 B.A London N. F 
Bar we \ I Red i LA Oxford; F. J Varley, 
M.A 0 i I ( . 1A wmubridge R. W. 8S. Mend! 
M.A ) i; R. F. Collins, B.A Cambridge; ( Balthazar, M.A... 
Onxt i- H. J \Ie m, B.A., Camb idge I F. Herring, B.A.. Oxford: 
L. 8. Brass, B.A., Oxford; C. H. N. Sym B.A., Oxford; E. H. M 
Crawt 1, B.A Oxford: ¢ P. Jordan. Cambridge: R \. B. Powell 
B.A Oxford s H Williams \ (» Heward Mills ( ambridge ; 
P. R. D. Shufeld B.A., Oxford N H Moller, B.A LL.B Cam 
bridge; A. Gray, B.A London; F. | Mee, B.A., Oxford; G. H 
Walmisle M.A., Oxford; B. Drewe, Oxford: P. 1 Rissik, Oxford 
C R. Warrer MLA B.C.L Oy» ! 

Mippie Tempus R. |} 4. Tutt { J Mars M.A Major 
R.A.M.f P.N. G. Robinsor N I Mudi MLA DD. H. Leek, B.A 
M.¢ Pr. S. Maephe n, M.A K. W, Barlee, B.A.; L. G. P. Kyvern 
2 Adki ( ib Chand ¢ dhar B.A F. H. Dracott, Lieu 
t wnt, I.A.R.O.; J. D. Wood; T. S. Lamb; K. A. Hooper, M.A.; F 
k. Hyd Sved H Imam, B.A R. Ha M.A L. ©. Chalmers 
| L.A I I W ly } I’ Hy } PrP. Jj " Lieu 
te R.N.R ed \l \lexanas C.M.G B.A 
B.C. bs 4 I { I Hendersor MLA her Thakur Singh 
Pou | i I W. R. Armstror B.A LL.D DCL 
Hi 2 3 dra ra; ( | R LI..D., M.¢ Bar to M.C 
\I Dispatel 

( | 4. DD. Ba J ( ‘ Oxford, Cadet, his 
Ma t ( 1s i Hong ke n. as Red |. Paymaster 
Lie R.N \\ l. Stevens. Cant Lei Reyiment 
B.A ()y ( Oxf i M. OW: Ke ! Lieuter Royal War 
wit Re R. J. Manni Royal 1 ersit of Treland 
Di J risepoe I’ British G f N Supreeda, Siamese 
; ent ident Abd Aziz, } lia Hall, Cambridge: G. L 
Daws Lieutenant R.F.A Queen Universit Belfast; L. Fior; 
D. P. J. O'Connor, M.C., Captain, the East Surre tegiment; F. A. 
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Macquisten, one of his Majesty's Counsel in Scotland, M.P.; C. H. 


Bedfordshire Regiment, Arden Prizeman, 


Grundy, Lieutenant, the 
Deputy-Superintendent of Police, 


Gray’s Inn, 1919; Bhagwan Singh 
Ajmer, Rajputana, India 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 

The Attorney-General has appointed Mr. Humrnrey Mackwortn 
Pau be Junior Prosecuting Counsel to the Post Office on the Midland 
Circuit, in succession to Sir Ryland Adkims, K.C.. M.P. Mr. H. M 
Pau ke bis father, Mr. Herbert Pau Ss al ex presi chent of the Oxford 
Ur Societ He was called to the Bar im 1913. 

Mir. CHantes Freperic Beccner (m trate, Uganda Protectorate 
has been appointed to be Assistant Judge of His Britannic Majesty's 
Court for Zanzibar 

susiness Changes. 

The whole of La ster-place, Strand, is about to be demolished, and 
consequently Messrs. Crosse & Sons are leaving 7, Lancaster-place, 
where their business has been carried on for just upon half a century 
hey have acquired a lease of No. 38, Bedford-square, Bloomsbury, 
London, W.C. 1, to which address their business will be transferred on 


the 2At h 


them there 


ill communications should be made to 
Museum 4104, the numbet 


date 
Their me telep! ne 
before 


inst., from which 


number is 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution, 


(7;poRGE Hoge M1 LONS and 
Millons & Newcombe), 26 


solicitors 


Frepericn HEATH NEWCOMBE, 
Northumberland-street, Newcastle-on-Tyne 


bist May [(azette, 11th June 
General. 

A m ement te “ orb e | Laster 
1 world-wide Lawvers \ssociation the promoters } It al Inter 
national Bar Associat n the analogy of the American Bar Associa 
tion. It held a congres fokio in April, representatives from Manila 
Honolulu, Siam, Chir India and Java attending Dy Masujin 
Middle Templ lerstood, the principal prom rte 

In the Howse (% none on Monday, Mr. Lloyd George, in repiy to 
Su H. Britta vd: H Majesty's Government contributed £23 000 
to the funds the League of Nations during the last financial vear. 
I cannot, of irse, say what proportion of this sum has been allotted 
to the officials of the Leacue His Majesty's Government has hitherto 
received no 1n nat is to the mounts subscribed guaranteed by 
other nations , 

Mr Alexander Cal Mabetiy fH gl Pank Eccles Old-road Pendle 
ton, Lancashire, leader of the Chan ery Bar at Manchest« ind chairman 
f the Governors Manchester Grammar School, who died on Ot! 
September, has left estate of the value of £60,604, with net personalty 
£60 020 Probate is granted to the Public Trustee He gives £300, his 
wines, furniture, fishing-rods and shooting effects, and an annuity of 
£500 to his wife; an annuity of £200 to his daughter: £500 to Aeaone 
Ross: £530 eax to nephews and nieces: £100 to his clerk. J M 
Hopwood ; £20 to h er William Ingham; £100 to James Williams 


if still in his service; and the residue of the property in trust for Mrs. 


Maberly for life, and then for his daughter Muriel. 
Lord Shaw of Dunfermline addressed a meetir g of the Grotime Society 
on Tuesday night at the Royal Society of Arts on the League of Nations 


He said that he 


Germany to conform to the Treaty terms 


wishing 
is to disarmament. Unless we 
should a be dead 
g With regard to the position of America, 
Lord Shaw said that he re ape tfully declined to believe thet her yp licv 
of service and of for mankind had proved to have undergone per 
manent and total eclipse. Only after the Presidential election would the 


velieved our Government to he sincere In 


made a beginning with Germany in this matter we 


before the world began agair 


ope 


settled will of America be declared. Only then would it be known 
whether she stood for a policy and practice of isolation, or for that 
comradeship to which she had offic ally put her hand Until that 





vuld take st 


The 7'imes correspondent at New York, in a message dated 16th June, 
Under the first law passed by the North Dakota 
Legislature in 1917, Mrs. Reina O’Brien, born out of wedlock forty 
years ago, has been given control of the estate of her father, John 
McWilliams, a wealthy farmer, who died subsequent to the passage of 
the law abolishing illegitimacy. The brothers and sisters of McWilliams 
contested Mrs. ©’Brien’s demand for the control of the estate, which 
is valued at £40,000, but in his decision Judge A. T. Cole, of Cass County 
District Court, held that was fully entitled to inherit the estate. 
The author of the new Mr. B. G Tenneson, a member of the 
North Dakota Legislature, and an authority on sociological questions. 
By its provisions children born out of wedlock are entitled to share in 
estates with equal privileges with legal iasue. 


happened the League « not wk of its strength 


says decision of a 


ehe 
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THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 


5, 


FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 

due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 


Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. 


DAVID M. LINLEY Manager. 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Air. Justice Mr. Justice 
F Rota. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT 
Monday, June 21 Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly 
Tuesday ...... 22 Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam ynge 
Wednesday .. 23 Leach Goldschmidt Borrert Bloxam 
Thursday ‘ Church Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
Friday > Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
Saturday . 26 Jolly Farmer Church Leac 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr. Justice 
, ASTBURY. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday, June 21 Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ...... 2 Farmer Leach Jolly Church 
Wednesday.... 23 Jolly Charch Synge Farmer 
Thursday .... 2% Synge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 
Priday ....... & Bloxam Jolly Borrer Synge 
Saturday .... 26 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bloxam 








° . ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Tcrspar, June § 

Western Ice Co., Lav. (Is Votrntary Ligvripation Creditors are re 
quested to send pertioulars of their debts or claims to Frederick H. Ware, F.C.A., 
7, Unity-st., College Green, Bristol, liquidator. 

Cuarton & Co, (Huppersrietp), Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before July VW, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederick White, 6, New-et., Haddersfield, liquidator 

Forp Corroration, Lrp. (In Votuntaky Liqripatron).—Creditors are requested, on 
or before June 17, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 

bts or claims, to Frederick Gerard van de Linde, 4, Fenchurch-av., liquidator. 

Ropyér Civs, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 10, to send in their 
names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, to Sidney 
Harold Hargrove, 16, Victoria-st., liquidator. 

Sais? Hicpa Fisnixe Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to 
seml their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Turner, Chatteris House, Whitby, liquidator. 

New Sra anp Ganpens, Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before June 30, to send 
n their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Gordon, 7, Bond-pl., Leeds, liquidetor. 

Lxpo-Curnese DeveLormMent Srnpicate, Lrp. (In Votuntary Liqvurpation).—Creditors 
are required, on or before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Harold John de Courcy Moore, 2, Gres- 
ham-bidgs., Guildhall, liquidator. 


Sovra 


London Gazette June ll. 


Hosrrmars & Gexerat. Contracts, Lrp.—-Oreditors are required, on or before June 3, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
te Algernon Osmond Miles, 3, King-st., Cheapside, liquidator 

Kvata-Kiano Rvusser Estate, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July Hi, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Hervey Bathurst, 4, Market-bides., 29, Mineimg-lane, liquidator. 

Josucs Ornoox & Sons, Lrp. (IN Votcnrany LigqurpaTion.)—Creditors are re 
quired, on or before Joly 14, to send their names and addresses, and the per 
ticulare of their debts or claims, to Samuel Greenhalgh, 20, Acreefield, Bolton, 
liqtidator 

DALSTON Saw MILLs, Lrp.—Oreditors are required, on or before July 19, to send 
n their names and addresses, and full particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Sir John Sutherland Harmood Banner and George Ernest Sendell, 36, Wal- 
brook. hiquidators 

Norra Hreumock (Sretancor) Reeser Co., Lrp. (Is Votrntrany Liqrrpatios 
Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 5, to eend their names and addresses, 
und the particulars of their debts or claims, to Peter Ruecastle Rutherford, 
ww, Eastoheap, liquidator, 

LONOLANDS Mitt Co., Lrp. (Is Vottntary Liqrrmatron.)—Creditors are required. 
on or before July 10, to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debte or claims, to Arthur Raby Handley, Bank of England-chmbrs., Tib 

Manchester, liquidator. 

F. H. Baker & Co., Lap. (Is Voruntrarr Liqvrpation.)—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or Albert Edward Uhadwick, 6, Hamnettet., Hyde. 
liquidator 

Baitish Romine Mitts, Lep. (In Votewrany Lriqvipation ror tar Purrosr oF 

REcoNstRocTION.)\—Oreditors are required, on or before July 1, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 

Sidney Walker, 16, Cliveland-st., Birmingham, liquidator. 
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Londen Gazette-—Trespar. June 15 


revo. AMERICAN Parent Bortie Co., LID Is LigvuipaTion Creditors 
sped, on or before July 3i, to send their names and addresses and the per 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to John Baker, Eldon-et House, 


idator. 





Yass Miu, Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or before J 21, to 

gaines and addresses, and the names and addresses of their solicitors 

Joshua Habbeshaw, 20, Medley «t., Rochdale, liquide 
Sewir™s, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to ser 

and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry 

li, Eldon-st., Mquidator 
. B. Warsow, LTD (ix Lie@riparion Creditors are required t 

euly 21, to eend their names and adikiresses, wit! art lars of the 

daims, to J. E. Rubery, 12, Edmund-st., Birmingham, hquidat 
7. J. Firrcner, L.1p.—Creditors are required, on or before July 2, to send in the 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, t Roy Hobkiri 
#, Kennedy-st Manchester, puidator 
Turony (Caartrers Towers) Goww Mixive Co., Lrp In LIQUIDATION 

are required, on or before July 2, t sem! their names and addresses, 

rticulars of their debts or claims, t K t rw ! 

Sydney, New South Wales, Australia quidator 

_gshorLANe ELecrro-Piare. Ant Mrrat Co., Lip. (Is Votentar IQUIDATION 
Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their names and 

and particulars of their debts ré ms, to Clement Ke 71 
Birmingham, liquidator 

Piet & Oo.. Lrp. (Is Votrsxtarny Liqripation Creditors are required 
before July 31, to send in their names and addresses, wit rticulars 

dedte or claims, to Ernest Charles Shorey, 14, Devonshire-sq., liquidator 
@usorp Perrect Tarr Britpixe Sociery.—Creditors are required, on 

July 31, to send their names and addréeses, and the part ire of their claims 
to Joseph Roberts, 230, Chape!-st Salford, liquiklator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Trrspay, June 8 


Welsh National Drama Co., Ltd. Auckland Castle Steamship ¢ 
British Parchment Co., Ltd China Silk and Agency Ce« 
Bell Graphite Co., Ltd Medway Glass Works, Ltd 
New Hadlevs, Ltd Eldwick Senatorium, Ltd 
Stanhili Ring Spinning Co., Ltd funnicliffe & Hampson, Ltd 
Thexton & Wright, Ltd Clayton & Ce Huddersfiel 
International Distributing Agency, Bolton Brothers (Waterfoot 
Ltd. British Ambulance Committee 
Hawes Acetviene Gas Cx , Ltd de Santé Militaire 
William Jackson & Son, Ltd New York Mill ¢ Ltd 
Sheffield Secular Hall Co., Ltd Holsten Brewery, Ltd 
faint Hilda Fishing Co., Ltd. South-Western Ice Ltd 
1.& G. Walker, Ltd jarnet Cinema Palace, Ltd 
Mossley Victoria Spinning Mills Co.. Imperial Mill (Blackburn 
Ltd Hibner Agency and Manufac 
Greenwood & Lister, Ltd Ltd 


Pilmoor Rubber Co., Ltd 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or Cram 
London Gazette lrespar. J e 15 


Coorren, Hamry, 13, High-st., Halstead, Kesex, Motor Pngineer J 
v. Cooper Sargant and Ruseell, J.J Norman Orfeur, 13 





‘Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 


Last Day or Ctamm 





Lendon Gazette.—Friviy, June 4 
Abims, Jonwx Dinete, Eltham, Civil Engineer. July 4 Farrar, P 
Doctors Commons 
ALPAANDER, Freperice, St. Mary-ot- Hill. July 31. H. 8. A. Foy, Walbrook 


Barrow, Eutex, Lancaster. June 19. Swainson. Satterthwaite & Swainson, 


caste 


r 
Batcurton, Jouy, Brunstead, Norfolk, Fermer. J tly 4. Herbert Goodchild 


wich 
Bait, Fraxces, Torquay. July 6. Alfred H. Wood. Torque 


Bixo, Benzamin James, Rue Cambon, Paris, Dentist. July 10. Lewis 
Gray's inn 

Buaxr, Henry, Brighton Ar 4. Cain & Tompkins, 2, Stapl nn 

Buaxer, Narmanien Pain Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Surgeon. July 


Clarke, Brighton ; 
Boxser. Witiiam, Radford, Notts, Licensed Victualler. July 5. J 
Nottingham. 


Bowsxtss, Apa Mary, Coniston, Lanes. July 1 hes. Butler & Son, 
Furness 
Browx, THomAs, Donnington, Salop, Farmer july 4. Benjamin 


hampton 


Caypetien, Epovarp Victor Joseru, Lys Ley Lennoy, France. July 


Evans, 14, Stratford-pl 


Claxtos, AgNes Sagan, Ely. July i5. Mediey, Drawbridge & Co., Scarborough 
County, Frepenicxn Groner, Gosport. June 30. Edgecomb Hellyer & 


Portsmouth 
Fextox, West Fexwton pe Wexp, Saint James’-«t.. Journalist. J ily 
Cayley, 3, Bedford-row 


Frrer lLieutenant-Colonel Joms, South Kensington. July 9. Cunliffe 


Mossman, 48, Chancery-la 
Gampwven, Henseer, Kensington. June 30. Burgess. Tavlor & Tryon 


Garpyer, Etrreipa, Kensington. June 30. Burgess, Tavior & Trvon 1, New st 
Gatlirre, Many Ettzasetn, Wisbech, Confectioner. Jaly 9. Southwel 


Wisbech 


Gites, Wiaiam, Rawcliffe, York. July 17. W. T. Silvester. Gceole, Yorks 


Haut, Buszaseta, Beech, near Alton, Hampehire. Aug. 7. E. J 
Ripley, Derbyshire. 


Hamrrox, Marrma, Cradley Heath, Staffs. June 28. George Green. Cradley 
Hanontaves, Axx, Batley. July 1. Cadman, Grylis & Cadman, Gomersal 


Hitter, Wim Grones, Paper-st. June 20. Durrant, Cooper & 
Bank-bidgs., Lothbury. 


Hexperson, James Rosert, Liverpool. June 21. Teebay & Lynch Liverpool 
Hexrr, Cuantes Perctvat, W imborne, Dorset. July 15. Cherles Stevens & Drayt 


albrook. 


EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 


Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Eaq. 
James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 


ESTABLISHED 184. 


DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Beq 
Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 


Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K. The Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P Bart., D.C.L 


Edmund Church, Esq. 
Philip G. Collina, Kaq 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Eaq. 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. 
Charies Baker Dimond, Esq 
John Roger Burrow Gregory 
L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, E 


All classes of 


Sir Ernest Murray Pollock, K.C., K.B.& 
M.P. 

Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 

The Hon. Sir Charlies Russell, Bart. 

Francis Minchin Voules, Esq. 

Charles Wigan, Esq. 


\CELED - = £5,000,000. 
Life Assurance Uranted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium. 


W. P. PHELPS, Manager. 
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1 J ». Roger B tt, Livery 
ster July | ( tt ler & ¢ bett, Mar 
Aug. 1 H Vaughan Va an, Builth 
Jul ). Steadman, Van Praa & Gaylor, 4 
turer's B r Ju Pete Thomas & Clark 
sn J le Walt A. J gs, 152, Kentish 
July 10. Henry G. Stevens, Shrewsbury 
s July 2. Garner & Sons, Houn “ 
» Gedge, Fiske & Gedge, 10, Norfolk-st 
July 3. H. Vernon Smith, Ledbury 
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1” H. & Wright & We 12, Bloomsbury-«q 
uth Yerdley, Birmingham July 1 Huggins & 
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Hrs. Etrzasern. 1 a-Gea. Jele 8. 1 sede & Sons. Fin t.. Finsbur Fear, Jous, ‘Ely. July 15. Hall & Campbell, Market-sq., Ely 
av t Feces, Geonee, Rogh July 19. Newton & Calcott, Leighton Buesard 
Cn ‘ > ‘ b.vzrpareick, Cirrrore Wroeam, Oleveland, U.S.A Aug. M4 Robert St . 
a § ; I . z€ 
Sons. Sheffiek 
‘ . H ‘ ‘ : | o Jor, Haxlde Chemist Julv 15 Mille & Best, Huddersfi 
<4 ne  ‘ept A pt ; | OSTICK “aN KeLs Sevenonks. July 16. Pearce & cholls, 12. New-et, 
i 
{ ( ‘ | ‘ . n ‘ - jnoom tomas Masox, Bar Gian July 16 Tr. A. Woodsend. Nott 
' * . S vu . a re i i ror Tas Br tor du 15 Stevens & Son, Brighton 
| sey Etces, Brempt June 30. RK. Milburn & Son, B i 
, . , ‘ Sos ‘ |} Bexsamis, St N nyton Ju 21. Linde & ¢ 2 and 
1 j K D Rr 
H ‘ ‘ } 4 ‘ ul Gr Veins Hanover Mer t Brook j 2 \ wk 
h bb ‘ Temy 
7 ‘ ' \ “v B New Sout a‘é J ) B r 4 
i 4 re ( » \ 
G HAkP, Sout Tot un j 2. 4 s ? _“ 
Lf) = ’ ' ts st 
“ He a ; Der j 6. Archibald Biv n 36. 1 o in 
! bre A Va ! I 
| +] + ‘ s She i ! Ss mn. Ke tor 0 Bix I r \ a Gait 
\ ‘ K Lynoa. J j K ‘ ; 
r im Hesiixetox, Skipt July 11. M. R. Knowles, Skipton 
2 - Raters Bowrox, Egertor " July 12. Walters & 4 9, New-sq 
Siu uw. | tn I I \ J 
4 \ (‘HARLOTTI West Hackne July 9 ( F lLewmpard, 6 Grav’s 
SLee “9 ~ I Stree. PD 7 ry] iD | ' 
re G Ml h F 1) os ") HW ¢ Out , | YSsbpows kowts~ THomss. Scarthorough July 9 R irdson & Parker Scar 
uM 
f owe ‘ n ¢ ‘ Atreep Leoxarp, Bloxw Au 12. Ene Evans & Son. 
rare } a A j 7 Cun ‘7, I r 7 
P — Vu He ‘ J 17. Bramall & White, 3. Verulam-bldys., Gray's 
HOMA ‘BETA " Ji ) < : 
\ . u , H - i B lo _ \ ~ ERNEST, Fal baston tank In ‘ ' July 1 Ga & Goodfellow 
: ‘ 8 mA — Epocanp Ferpixaxnpd Jotie~n Victor Brussels J 20. Wild. ¢ & 
‘Ree, I Bucklers ) K. N D I Cr Kennan's House, Orown-ct., Cheapside. 
dee ralke laly 36 -—ollge alte yer Groner, Ipswich. July 31. Strick & Bellingham, Swans 
) | Niseet Witttam Caries, Inner Temple. Oct. 1. Burton, Yeates & Hart, @, 
Wu , | i \ an, | . I 3 I ] aste te 
' . kK " l ESTLEY ! r Frepericn Nitcotapes, Bradford, Manufacturer June 30. Wms 
ee 7 , ' . | BE. H. Middle ro laeds 
) \ ‘, Teignmout wv los & Del I ne it , \ i + ? ‘ 
Wititams, EstHer ANNIF, South Wood! 0. May, 8 Sheth, Foxes | TO See, Sees, Comes. Sey 1. ¢ W. J. Drewry & Newbold, 
8 i Lagrene I - jurton-on-Trent 
v ore ‘ om M Ju ) H to : é‘ ul a } Raynes CHARLES Henny, Ba vewater July 30 R. Cropley Davies, 06, Westbourne 
Witsonw, Mary } ApeETH, Sheffield J 2 lof &M F Sheffield - . Bayewater - 
W OLSTENC ROF jsaprisa, | r Tootin j D ec & O n. Manchester — go Puan is W > ia Ealing July 2 Beamis! Hanson, Airy & 3, 
we warp, Major H y Jo a. R.G.A So o " d a Int 
’ 1 2 « “ is A aa “2, 191 n Fran Y Ereanorn Agwes, Stanmore Jane 2. Sanderson & Borle. Lancaster 
Stiw, Wittiam Suire, Fradley, Land Agent. July 19. Birch & Birch, Lichfield 
} j Gazet r |} Smire, Emity Eurzasern Deas, Kingston Hill, Surres July 24. Ince, Colt, Ince & 
\ ) uw He \ imale ere J 4 Bat s & ( | | Reecoe, St. Benet-chmbrs Fenchurch-st 
« ) Kare s kuwe H te ] a7 B H . ’ & « SNe (narnies Rosser, Maidenhead July 2) Maxwell & 4 32. Bishopsrate 
, New j I . , STALE Witttam Hewry, East Sheen Director July 12 Monier-Williams, Robin 
MAK } be Dy i ' hb arr ¢ son & Milr 6 and 7, Great Tower-st 
Bb s‘, Eu ‘ Newtown, A I . B Bis Gra STEVENS, James Watiter Gitt, Loxwood, Sussex, M.A Sept. 1. Wade Eisdell 
oT Henfield 7 
LAnna Ve Cua iN tele 2 Blunt. ¢ ke « " Paowrson, Isaac, Bradford. July 10. Albert V. Hammond. Bradf 
» > vin st 4 7 PHORN®, CHARLES Hesxey, Brixton, Merchant Aug. 1 A. Armstrong, M 1 
tA oseru Card fast riner. J y. 2 ord Hor ‘ | chmbrs., Mostyn-rd., Brixton 5 
Le - Richa : ALEX B tos j tz Hugh, W Le x | rrett, Evita. Flushing, Falmouth. Joly 30. Charles Vincent Downi: Kal 
ool | it 
7 SYpNer ‘ Port J 0 | . Timver { . | — ~ Preren Loris Franc ors, Fulham Tulw 18 Attenboroughs. 15 and+I# 
lester I’ | “havies-inn, Holborn-cirens : 
Brows rr isa | . ( te, 5 J ). Pear & N «, 12, New. | Ttrtotme, THomas Martin, Lincoln, Farmer. July 1. Burton, Scorers & White 
ct ' | Stonebow, Lincoln 
Berton, } ‘. @ t kevon. J f Eastlh & Fastles 9 ' | VeNantes, Joun Percrvar Whitby, Market Gardener. July 10. Pedley. Tinper 
‘ ' 1M s Benfl 3 Beaun ‘ S ‘ | & Tomkinson, Ellesmere Port . 
Cuarmax, Roe - Stuffs Winer " 0 Ey wanes ¢ g } , ’ _ _ — 
Walsa . “| Messrs [rottore have sold by private treaty the freehold pro- 
OnE . Frances wweTH, Heath 7 Nolverha hn 7. D . perties Nos. 235/241, Union-street. Blackfriars-road. S.E., at a satie 
: \ : I tory ce 
CLARK, Mas H » | B. q West Hart } - ry price 
(omy rey | I Wells J 17 Mu - ‘ ) ) | . . 
Cro LAVINIA 4 Apa, Clerkenwe jail ne ellie ag" | VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
ols. N |} Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effecte. Pro 
Dancin ls ' - | . ‘ ‘ : . . * 
— ‘ } u. 7 Quer | perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
\ | - 
aainer. a aha, as ie . _ | suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
' . ‘ \ r tt b am 4 ° = . 
Port at . 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
_ r wen rs mas, Clift Brist Arthur J. Baker. Bristol chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
wt3 Rirkheck.cl —— Musw H July 4. John J. Melntyre, | Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
sROOK, Gro Newton Abbot — oo ee | purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, 8 
x 4 I speciality.—[{Apvr. 


—— — 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANGE GCo., Lt. 
CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 

FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 

MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder’. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


—EEE 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable}, Cla for. Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
INSURANCE. htecnalt eenaey asttied bv Counsel, will be sent on so cng 

















For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.:. 
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London Gazette.—Tvtspar, 
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mingham. Pet. April W. Ord. 
Joussos, Wittlam, Aycliffe, near 






Outter. Stockton-on-Tees Pet. 
May 27. 





Jouss, HDwarv, Ruthin, Denbighshir 





lgwis, Aataun, Treherbert, Giam 
Pontypridd Pet. May 2. Ord 

Purresox, Henny W Hornsey. H 
April 3. Ord. May 27 







Kingston, Surrey. Pet May 






Preparer Neweastle-<pon-Tyn 
Ord. May 2 







feso.orr, ALEXANDER, Fenchurch-st 





Bonet! Witt, New Broad-st 
hant. High Court. Pet. Apr 
Wauryv, James Exeter General 

Pet. May 26. Ord. May 26 








May 27 








FIRSI 





MEETINGS 








JOHN 





Rosert Sen.), ane 





Davies 


June 9 at 3. Off. Re Byrom-s 
Davies, Witisam, Maesteg, Glam., Lik 
J 









Cardiff 
Has, Wiutiusm Farepernicx, Penarth 
agent. June 8 at 1. Off. Re« 
et., Cardiff 
Jouvsox, Wittitam Aycliff noar 








Stockton-on-Tees 
Lewis, ARTHUR Tr bert, Gl 






Pontypridd 





Tuner. June 9 at 3. Off. Re 
chester 
Pumen, Ataerr Sussex, Margat , 







st., Canterbury 






Pitars, Atrnep. Acton Vale, Compar 
at Ll 14, Bedford-row 
Burreson Hexrey W Hornsey 
Bankruptey-bldgs. Carey-st 
Pansies, Jonx. Surbiton, Surrey 





York-rd Westminster Brid 


fesse. James, Chiswick june 9 








Soeerin, Witstam, New Broad-st 
ghant. June 9 at 12. Bankrupt 
atreet 

Svivvrs, Grover. Crookes. Sheffield 
Sat 2. Off. Re Fietree-lan 








2. Off. Rec., 9, Bedford-circns 
Woonnorsr Grorer Hexry Holl 





Carey-st 





ADJIUDIOA TIONS 


Beier. Hexny Evwarn, Cambrid 
bridg Pet. May 29. Ord. May 







(utter Stockton-on-Tees Pet 
May 27 


Jexrs, «= Epwarp, Rothin. Den 








Lewis Anrurr, Treherbert, Glam 
Pontypridd. |} 








May &. Ord. May #4 





May 29. 
Aménded Notice <awhsetituted for that 
London Gazette of Apri 
Ener. Heron Morroxs Maxcm 
Rasinghall-<t Merchants H 
March 19. Ord. April 2% 





RECEIVING ORDERS 
Manoverra Davis Commercial-rd 






June 1 


Ord. June 1. 
m™ Perer ( Hampstead H 
April 29. Ord. June 1 








Pet. April 21. Ord. May 31. 





Bankruptcy Notices. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


Daiises, Georese Joserg, Erdington 


bem Pet. May 2%. Ord May = 


Pautirs, Jouyx, Surbiton Boardin 
forrs, Joun Tuomas Newoaustle-up 
Bere, Reotnaiy Vacesay, Gioucestet 

Officer. Bridgwater. Pet. May 10 


Court. Pet. May 5. Ord. May 27 


Woopnorvse, Grorce Henry H« way 
nisher’s Clerk. High Court. Pet 


Davirs (Jc0N.), Heywood, Lanes, ( 


S at 12.350 Off. Ree., 117 


Cutter. June » at 215. Off. Re 


June 10 at M130. On Re St 


Wornis, Frepr x Pendl ir’ Salf 


trian June 8 at 10.90 or Rew 


ford-row 

Siw, Sipney Birming har Fon 
11.30 tuskin-chmbrs 191, (or 
minzham 

Setotorr, Avexanper, Fenchurch-st 
0 at WM. Bankroptcy-bides., Car 





Pataxp, James, Exeter. General Des 
Exe 


fisher’s Clerk. June 9 at 11 Ba 








Jomxsoxs, Witt Avcliffe, near Darlir 


Wrexham. Pet. May 2%. Ord. Ma 


Rosevraat, Anwoip Writsum, Turnham Green, Ce ompany 


Director. Brentford. Pet. Oct. 17. Ord. May 29 
Stare, CHARI Mik eabrough, York, General Dealer 
M lesb b Pet. June 2. Ord. June 2 
SOK OLOFYE ALEXANDER Fenchurech-st, Merchant Hich 
( rt Pet. May 5 Ord. June 1 
Stewart, Jou~ Mitye, Camberland, Timber Merchant 
Carlis Pet. June 2. Ord. June 2 
Waorate, Lovisa Frances, Stoke Newington, Purnitur 
Dealer, Edmonton Pet. May 31 Ord May 31 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED 
‘ JOuN A IU STING Southern Portsm th 
\ 3, i9i2 Annul. May 21, 1990 
i f ' tsa ette I Papay Jur be] 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
) Tamra t r Bedford Ww ster. ° Pet 
M o O j 
‘ RAYMON h har I But 
I I 2 Or J 
ues. t { ( } 
‘ P ‘ 7. Oo j ‘ 
PERLMUTTES A s I M ’ r 
( t I M 1% Ord. Jar J 
I « B J ; 
' ( ) ‘MES n vi Butcher 
N vl l Ord 
\ 4 Bow den North 
( t I J 0 n 
FIRST MEETINGS 
Pw s, near Rut 1 | ner. Ji 
( Fast tet ( r 
’ \ Ss B Manuf 
! iW 







x 1 G ( Pet. M 
] 
{AN ( a H ( rt. I 
} ‘ ra ' 4 
M I 3 Cr | 
G ( ‘ HW K W ' 
yr $ 
F ‘ I Hill J ' 
I M Ore ] 
\ ! B | 
G s. | t ‘ Monn 
! M I J 0 
4 1 Lit Bowden, Nor " 
. I ne oO , 
G ‘ I if. Mar ’ ligh ¢ 
0” Jur ‘ 





| SoLicrror DESTRES LI RKSHIP, 
rrospect of suceession. or i 
‘ tf care of the Solicitors he urna 


Office, 27. Chancery-lane, W.C 


{] 50) O00 available for Investm: nt in 





Private Limited Companir« 


services af nvestors car » 
irranged fo is Directors, Company Secretaries 
A\ccountanta, & acvertiser has waiting a lare« 
m be f chent«, and wil ehar e the neual com 
niesico capita wit! “ee ’ ntroduce 
en nes ‘n sound companics.—Writ Rox 7 

e é F'eet-street. EA H 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 


ESTABLISHED 1885, CAPITAL PAID UP, £500,000.) 


Purchases Reversions and Life Interests, and Grants Loans 
thereon at annual Interest, or by way ef Reversionary 
harge free of interest till the Reversion falls in. 


Apply Secs., 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 2% 





t. Mav ®. Ord. May @ 
Waxy. James Exeter General Dealer 


Weopnovse, Groner Henny, Holloway 
Wisher’s Clerk High Court Pet 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 


High Court. Pet. Jane 1. Ord. June 
ASe10-Ovrrseis (Co Laurence Pountney-hill 
chants. Hich Court Pet. April 


Bare Hanotp. Greenwich. Greenwich 


west, Wirtsm Harvey, Piccadilly 





| REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 


ESTABLISHED 1828. 
Empowered by Specia: Acts of Partlameat, 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. 


| LOANS on REVERSIONS and on FREEHOLD 


PROPERTY in POSSESSION. 
The Law Costs on Loans are regulated by Scale 
Paid-up Share and Debentare Capital, £764,825. 


30, Coleman St., London, E.C. 
AUCTION SALES. 


1 ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY at WINCHESTER, 





HOUSE, 6. Old Broad-street, E.C.. and include 


kinds and give especial attention to Rating and 
Compensation Claims. Offices, 4, Borough High- 
street, ifm Bridge, 8.E. 1, and 12a, Waterloc 
place, 
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EX - SERVICE MEN 
are being specially cared for by 


THE 


CHURCH ARMY 


means ef HOSTELS; 
EMPLOYMENT BUREAU ; 
TRAINING FARM and 
MARKET GARDEN. Friends 
of the DISABLED and 
SHELL - SHOCKED. The 
MOTHERLESS CHIL- 
DREN of Ex-Service Men 
are taken in full charge. 


The EVANGELISTIC and SOCIAL 
WORK is also in active operation. 


LEGACIES SOLICITED, 


CONTRIBUTIONS will be gratefully received 
bu the Hon. Chief Secretary, Prebendary Crrlile, 
D.D., Church Army Headquarters, Bryanston 
Marble Arch, Lonion, W, 1. Cheques. &- 


St eat, 
Barclays a/e Church Army.” 


should be crossed * 




















TAYLORS 


FOR 


TYPEWRITERS 
HIRE, “sw” & SELL 


ALL MAKES AT BARCAIN PRICES. 


74, CHANCERY LANE, 
(Holborn End), W.C. 2. 
Estd. 1884. andat 92, Queen St., E.C. 4. 


Phone Holborn 4810. Typists sent out. 


MSS. COPIED. OFFICE FURNITURE. 




















£5 T0 £5,000 ADVANCED 


on simple Promissory Notes. Me bills of mle taken, 
and @rictest privacy guaranteed. prone ce a! 


on ham 1eCerve prompt . aad 
out withewt delay. Terms mutoally arranged te San 





Corri¢er Cham bere 
LEICESTER. 





‘MESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & GRANFIELD’S LIST 


Ss, POULTRY, E.C. 





PERIODICAL SALES. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 


VM ESSRS. H.E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
conduct PERIODICAL SALES of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent) 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, 
LIFE POLICIES, 
Shares and Debentures, 
Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 
Kindred Interests, 
on the FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS In each month 
throughout the year, 
Broad-street, B.C. 
Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 2. Telegrams, “ Invari- 
ably Stock, Londos." Tel. Nos. 2063 and 2964 City. 





1.0644. Reversions 


Periodica) Sale No 


M ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFTELD 


AUCTION at WINCHESTER 
in Lote 

REVERSION receivable on 
aged 50, to 19 S6ths of about 


wil) SELL by 
HOUSE, as above, 
THE ABSOLUTE 
the decease of a lady 
£10,000 
THE ABSOLUTE REVERSION receivable on 
the decease of a lady, aged 39, to 1/7th of £5,500 
THE CONTINGENT REV ER SION receive uble on 
the decease of a gentleman, aged 73, to 1/4th of 
£5,255 
Particulars of Me«rs 
& Cheeher. Solicitors, 314, 
W. 4: of Mesears. Pearce.Jones & Co., Solicitors. 
4. John-street, Bedford-row, Wi. 1: of Messrs. 
Lazarus & Son, Solicitors, 5, Bloomeburyequare, 
Wwe ind of the Auctioneers 


Downey. Linnell 
Chiswick 


Finnis, 
High-road, 





at WINCHESTER HOUSE Old | 
| Clanearty 


| £4,000 
£3,000 


Periodical Sale No. 1,064. Shares 
Vf ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRAN FIELD 
will SELL by AUCTION, at WINCHESTER 
HOU SE. ase above 
4,430 SHARES of £1 each, 
Swann, Ratcliffe & Co., Ltd., 
Manufacturers and Merchants 
Particulars of David Hart, Eaq. (Accou 
Carltomchambers, 12, Regent-street, 5.W.. and 
the Auctioneers 
Periodical Sate No. 1,064. Policies 
\ ESSRS H. E. FOSTER & CRAN FIELD 
i will SELL by AUCTION at WINCHESTER 
HOUSP. ae above. in Lots 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE on he Life of Lent 
(born December 29. 1868 
in the ROYAL INSUR ANC E CO. aR 
Quarterly premium, £246 k* @ 
Bonuses, £1,500 
n the NATIONAL MUTUAL 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
premum, £171 58. 6d 
6 im the LEGAL and GENERAL ASSUR 
£2,000 ' NCE SOCTRTY Half-yearly pre 
= um, £25 10s 
Particulars of Messrs. Bennett, 
McNeill, Solicitors, 4 Dame-street. 
of the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E.C. 2 


PERIODICAL PROPERTY AUCTIONS, 
MESSRS. H.E.FOSTER & CRANFIEID 


to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS 
My be held at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-stred, 


in Mears. 
amd Tike 


fully paid 
Brick 


— 


LIE 
Yearly 


Thompson § 


Dublin; and 


Petes solicitors, and trustees having ter 
sale are respectfully invited to communicate with th: 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, B.C. % 
Telegrams : “Invariably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2%, 
and 2064 City. 





FRYER, COOPER & Co.’s AUCTION ROOM. 


(Established 1860), 

3, REDCROSS STREET, FORE STREET, E.C. 1. 
The Largest and best appointed Auction Galleries in 
the City of London. 

VALUERS AND TRADE STOCK EXPERTS. 
Weekly Sales of Office Furniture. Boots, 
Leather Goods, Drapery, Clothing, Woollens. 
and Miscellaneous Stocks, 

-City 308. 


Telegrams—" Friarlike, London.” "Phone No. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 


ros 


INVALIDS. 


Price Lists ef lavalid Preparations free on 


application te 
BRANDYD & OO. I.7T2TD., 


Mayfair Works, Vauxhali, 5.W. 











HORNSEY.—A compact RESIDENCE, with good 
garden, known as THE MAPLES. 80, PARE 
AVENUE SOUTH. Lease 79 years, unexpired 
(round-rent £8 per annum, At present let @ 
monthly tenancies, in two flats, and producing 
£76 108. per annum (landlord pay ng rates and 
taxes), which 


M Ek. ~) OHN MEACOCK & ¢e 


will offer for SALE by PUBLIC AUCTION. oa 
JUNE %, at 7 o'choek, at THE QUEEN'S HOTEL 
CROUCH END, N 

Further partic ot and Conditions of Sale 
of Solicitors, Mesers. Edel & Co.. 4, 5, and 6, King 
Cheapside, E.C., or from Auctioneers, at 
Pelham-street, adjoming South 
(Telephone: 5682 Ken.) 


street, 
their offices, 9. 
Kensington Station. 





INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act asd 
privately. For particulars apply to 
Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medical Superintendent, 


Telsphone: P.O 14, RICKMANSWORTH 








The Best Market for Emeralds, Diamonds, Pearls, &c. 


SPINK & SON, LTD., 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES’, S.W., 
beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guarantéed. 


at most moderate terms. 











[ELD 
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Vieswre 
Tile 


ntant), 
ind of 


[ELD 
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Lord 


LTD, 
4d 





